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CURRENT TOPICS. 


7 ir witt se onserven that in the vacation notice 
Mich we print elsewhere it is provided that in the 
ise of certificates of sale and transfer brought in during 

B tong Vacation, the certificates shall be left for ex- 
Mimation at least one clear day previously. This 
irs, we believe, for the first time in the vacation 
and it states the conditions on which such cer- 
ts will be signed. It will be remembered that 
the Chancery Funds Amended Orders, 1874, rule 
the registrars are not, without the special direction of 
to be required to issue certificates of sale and 
during any vacation in their office. As, there- 
. ; the signing of these certificates is a matter of grace, 
‘will be necessary for practitioners to comply with the 
fements of the notice. 





#f 18 saTisracrory to find that the business of one 
at least, has not been retarded by assizes or 
petitions, The early date at which Whiteuntide 

i this year enabled the House of Lords to sit 
hously for the hearing of appeals on four days a 





sedate ate 
week from the 24th of May till the 25th of July, during 
which time their lordships decided twenty-two 
including five from Scotland and one from Ireland. It 
is noticeable that in only three cases has the decision of 
the court of first instance been restored. In South. 
Eastern Railway Company v. Smitherman the House 
reversed the decision of the Court of Appeal and held 
that the Queen’s Bench Division had rightly directed a 
new trial, on the ground that the question of contributory 
negligence had not been sufficiently left to the jury.” In 
the case of The Khedive the law lords concurred with 
Sir Robert Phillimore in holding that both ships were 
to blame for the collision, and in Heclesiastical Commis« 
stoners v. Rowe the judgment of Mr. Justice Mellor, 
who had tried the case without a jury, was also restored 
by the. House, 





An AMERICAN CONTEMPORARY has been sorely exercised 
with the question whether nothing can be done to put a 
stop to Dr. Tanner’s exhibition; and, after considera- 
tion, has arrived at the conclusion that “there seems to 
be no law against a man’s making an ass of himself.” 
There is no doubt an insuperable obstacle to 
against the doctor on the ground of attempted suicide. 
He does not want or intend to die, but to live, 
and, as Wightman, J., told the jury in &. v. Doody (6 
Vox, 463), the question to be considered in such cases is 
whether the prisoner did in fact intend to take away his 
life. But we may suggest one way in which Dr, Tanner 
might possibly be visited for his iniquities. Thelifeand 
limbs of every citizen are under the safeguard and pro- 
tection of the State, because they may be called on for 
the service of the State (see Co. Litt. 127b). ‘‘ Henee,” 
says Coke, “in my circuit, in anno 1 Jac, regis, 
in the county of Leicester, one Wright, a young, strong, 
and lustie rogue, to make himselfe impotent, thereby to 
have the more colour to begge or be relieved: without 
putting himself to any labour, caused his companion to 
strike off his left hand; and both were indicted, 
fined, and ransomed therefor, and that by the opinion 
of the rest of the justices, for the cause aforesaid,” 
Dr. Tanner has imperilled the life which belongs 
tothe State; could not both he and his abettors be in- 
dicted for that offence ? 





Very sERtovs comPLAInts have for many years been 
made of the delay in printing Acts of Parliament. To 
take three instances of recent date, we may mention 
that the Customs and Inland Revenue Act of last 
session, which materially altered the probate duties, 
was not obtainable until a considerable time had elapsed 
after the Royal assent, and that the County Bridges 
Loans Extension Act, and the Union Assessment Com- 
mittee (Single Parishes) Act, which are stated in the 
Parliamentary Record to have ‘‘ received the Royal 
assent on the 19th of July last,” are not yet (August 3rd) 
obtainable. We have no hesitation in saying that any 
printer could turn out the work with equal accuracy 
and within one-fifth part of the time at present 
occupied, and we think that the profession and 
the public are entitled to a full explanation of the 
reasons for the delays complained of. An Act of 
Parliament, it must be remembered, commences from 
the date of the Royal assent, “where no other com- 
mencement shall be therein provided” (see 33 Geo. 3, 
c. 13, before the passing of which Acts of Parliament 
commenced from the first day of the session in which 
they were passed), and becomes law as soon as the day 
commences (Tomlinson, Appellant, Bullock, 

L. R. 4 Q. B. D. 230). It is a truism to say that 
modern statutes frequently bristle with penalties ; and in 
order to avoid some “great and manifest injustice” 
similar to that (see Zatless v. Holmes, 4'T. RB. 660), to 

rethedy which the Act 33 Geo. 3, c. 13, was passed, it 
would seem desirable that a statute should be passed 
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declaring that future statutes should not commence 
until a certain date after their passing. Or we might 
fall back upon the humane precedent set (inter 
alios) by the Act 33 Hen. 8, c. 9 (not yet repealed), “ for 
maintaining of artillery and the debarring of unlawful 
games.” The 19th section of that statute, “to the 
intent that every person may have knowledge of this 
Act, and avoid the danger and pen. ‘ties of the same,’’ 
enacts that ‘all mayors, sheriffs, &c., shall make open 
ion of this present Act in every market to be 
holden within their several jurisdictions,’ and the 20th 
section provides that ‘‘the justices of gaol delivery, 
assizes, and justices of the peace do cause the same to be 
proclaimed in their several circuits and sessions before 
them holden, and that this statute shall begin to 
take effect concerning the penalties of the same 
from the feast of St. John Baptist now next coming.” 





In tHE course of e trial for perjury at the Norwich 
Assises, a question was raised as to the admissibility of 
the evidence of a judge. The counsel for the Crown called 
as a witness the chairman of the Court of Quarter Ses- 
sions in which the alleged false evidence had been given, 
in order to prove, by his notes of the evidence, the exact 
words in which the prisoner’s evidence had been given. 
The witness objected to give evidence, and Mr. Baron 
Pollock said he thought the objection should be main- 
tained on the ground of public policy, and suggested 
that the perjury should be proved by some other witness, 
a course which was followed by the prosecuting counsel. 
The learned Baron added that he had once himself been 
subpeenaed under similar circumstances as a witness at 
the Central Criminal Court, when Mr. Russell Gurney, 
the late Recorder of London, sanctioned his objec- 
tion to give evidence. The authorities upon this 
question do not seem tc be entirely consistent. In Reg. 
yv. Gazard (8 C. & P. 595) which was a case like that 
recently tried at Norwich, Patteson, J., advised the 
grand jury not to examine the chairman of quarter 
sessions before whom the alleged perjury had been 
committed, saying, “he is the president of a court 
of record, and it would be dangerous to allow such 
an examination, as the judges of England might be 
called upon to state what occurred before them in court.” 
On the other hand, in R. v. Harvey (8 Cox 99), 
Byles, J., held, on a trial for perjury committed in a 
county court, that the county court judge ovght tc have 
been called to prove the perjury from his notes; and he 
held that the rule of exclusion did not extend to all 
judges of courts of record, but only to the judges of the 
superior courts, and he said that if he himself were to be 
subpoenaed he should refuse to produce his notes, The 
real criterion however appears to be this: that a judge is 
a competent witness as to collateral matters occurring in 
his presence, though not as to anything done by him in 
his judicial capacity. Thus, in &. v. Harl of Zhanet 
(27 How. St. Tr. 845), Heath, J., was admitted to de- 
pose as toa riot in court during a trial before him at 
the Maidstone Assizes. Early in the present year one of 
the Masters of the Supreme Court, when summoned 
before a magistrate to give evidence in support of a 
charge of perjury, alleged to have been committed before 
him during a reference, objected to do so on the ground 
of privilege, but he afterwards waived his objection, and 
Mr. Montagu Williams then stated that he had once 
examined Mr. Justice Fry as a witness under exactly the 
same circumstances. Mr. Justice Stephen in his “ Digest 
of Evidence,” seems to treat the whole question as un- 
settled, for he observes (art. 111) that “it is doubtful 
whether a judge is compellable to testify as to any- 
thing which came to his knowledge in court as such 


judge.” 





Ax opp Lirtitz pvowrr was settled by the Court of 
Appeal on Tuesday last, Is an acknowledgment given 





by a mortgagee to a mortgagor, who was, when the 
acknowledgment was given, a bankrupt, but whose- 
bankruptcy was afterwards annulled, sufficient to pre- 

vent the operation of the Statutes of Limitation in 
barring the mortgagor's right to redeem? In Mark. 
wick v. Hardingham the facts were these :—The action 
was commenced in 1877. The mortgagee had been in 
possession of the property since 1845, The mortgagor: 
had been adjudicated a bankrupt in that year. The: 
assignee in the bankruptcy treated the equity of 
redemption of the mortgaged property as worthless, 
and took no steps to redeem. In 1865 some corre. 

spondence took place between the mortgagee and the 
bankrupt, which was relied on as an acknowledgment 
of the bankrupt’s right to redeem. In 1877 the bank- 
rupt obtained an order annulling his bankruptcy, and' 
then commenced the action. The court held that there had 
been no sufficient acknowledgement, and dealt with the 
matter in this way: When the letter was written, the- 
plaintiff was, in point of law, a stranger to the 
property. He had been mortgagor; but if the. 
estate of a mortgagor had become, by his own act, 
or by the operation of law, vested in some one 

else, it would be an absurd and inadmissible con- 

struction of the Statute of Limitations, to consider him. 
a mortgagor capable of receiving an acknowledgment of’ 
a title to redeem. A statement to A., or a communica- 
tion with A., from which it was to be inferred that B. 

had a right to redeem was not an acknowledgment to: 
B. Nor was it the more so because A. had, many 

years previously, been the original mortgagor. Could it 

then be considered as an acknowledgment made to the 

bankrupt as agent of his assignee or of his estate? It. 
was quite clear that the plaintiff did not correspond with 

the mortgagee in any such character or with any such 
intention, or with any authority express or implied from 
his assignee. Was it possible to connect the correspond. 

ence between the plaintiff and the mortgagee with the: 
former's subsequent acquisition by reverter of his estate- 
through the annulling of the bankruptcy? Their lord- 

ships were unable to find any legal principle on which: 
such a connection could be made. If the bankruptcy 

had not been annulled, could the assignee have used the 
correspondence to maintain, or could he otherwise have 
maintained, a suit for redemption at the time when the 
plaintiff commenced his action? Their lordships thought 

that he clearly could not, and nothing would revert to 

the plaintiff but what was in the assignee, and, therefore, 
no right to redeem reverted. We do not venture to say 

that the decisionis wrong, but weshould have thought that, 
since it has been said that in order to make a person an 

agent to receive an acknowledgment it is not necessary 

that he should have an actual authority to act (T'rulock 
v. Roby, 12 Sim. 402), the ex-mortgagor might have been 
held to be agent for the person in whom his estate was, 
for the time being, vested. 





THE VERY UNUSUAL EvENT of proceedings for ‘‘ em-- 
bracery ” seems likely to occur in respect of the strange 
course taken by one of the grand jurors at the 
last Rutland Assizes, who, it is alleged, obtained a. 
panel of the petty jurors to be summoned, and called on. 
or wrote to them, warning them to take refreshments in 
their pockets, and telling them that he knew that a person. 
who was to be prosecuted at the assizes was innocent, 
He admitted that he had given the jurors the advice 
that they should “ go straight and stick tight.” It is also. 


/ stated that he brought the witnesses to his house, where 


he locked them up, refusing to let them go on until they 
had promised, as he alleged, “ to tell the whole truth.” 
The offence of embracery consists in “ any attempt 
whatsoever to compel or influence, or instruct a jury, oF 
any way to incline them to be more favourable to the 
one side than the other, by money, promises, letters, 
threats or persuasions, except only by the strength of 
the evidence and the arguments of the counsel in opem 
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court, at the trial of the cause’’; and it matters not 
whether the jurors, on whom such attempt is made, give 
any verdict or not, or whether the verdict given be true 
or false (1 Hawk, P. C. 466). 





ADMISSION OF ASSETS BY EXECUTOR. 


We briefly referred last week to the ancient doctrine 
that where an executor voluntarily pays one or more 
legacies, he is presumed to have received sufficient 
assets to discharge all the rest. It may be worth while 
to notice, somewhat more at length, this old rule, and 
the modifications it has received in recent times. The 
rule, of which Sir J. Strange, M.R., said there were 
“several cases in Hq. Abr., is that whenever an executor 
pays a legacy, the presumption is that he has sufficient 
to pay all legacies; and the court will oblige him, if 
solvent, to pay the rest, and will not permit him to 
bring a bill to compel the legatee, whom he voluntarily 
paid, to refund; although, if the executor proves in- 
solvent, so that there is no other way, the court will 
admit a bill by the other legatees to compel that 
legatee to refund” (Orr v. Kaines, 2 Ves, Sen. 193). It 
was, moreover, laid down by Lord Eldon that an 
admission of assets could never be retracted unless a 
ease of mistake were most clearly established (Drewry 
y. Thacker, 3 Swanst., at p. 548). The course of de- 
cision in subsequent years has been towards the modifica- 
cation of these curious doctrines. Thus it has 
been held that an executor who pays legacies 
—for instance, legacies to servants—on his own 
responsibility, and without reference to the assets, is 
not bound to pay all the legacies under the will 
(Cadbury v. Smith, L. R. 6 Eq., at p. 41). And if 
the circumstances on which the executor built his ad- 
mission fail him, then the admission fails also; he 
cannot be bound by an admission made under circum- 
stances with which he was not acquainted. Hence, if 
new claims arise after an admission of assets, the execu- 
tor will not be bound by such admission (Payne v. 
Little, 22 Beav. 69). In any case, according to Postle- 
thwaite v. Mounsey (6 Hare, 33, note), it is open to the 
executor who has admitted assets, by paying a legacy or 
otherwise, to explain that the payment has been made 
by mistake, or for other reasons. And, in that case, 
Vice-Chancellor Wigram went so far as to say that 
“it would be difficult to hold that the payment of one 
legacy would of itself bind the executor to pay all the 
legacies given by the will.” 

The basis of the doctrine, as of the rule with reference 
to executors’ assent, on which we commented last week, 
would seem to be that the other legatees are entitled to 
act on the faith of the executor’s admission of assets 
(see Hutton v. Rossiter, 3 W. R. 97,7 De G. M. & G. 
11). If the executor pays one legacy, the other lega- 
tees may fairly assume that he has satisfied himself that 
the assets are sufficient to pay all the legacies, and it 
would be unjust to allow him by his conduct to deceive 
the other legatees. Butif this is the foundation of the 
rule, it is obvious that it must be open to the executor 
to show that the circumstances under which the payment 
was made were such as were not calculated to deceive, 
and ought not to have deceived, the other legatees; and 
also to show that in point of fact the other legatees 
were not deceived, and did not regulate their conduct 
upon the assumption that there were sufficient assets to 
pay their legacies in full. 

The recent case of Morewood v. Currey (28 W. R: 
213) shows the progress which has been made towards 
the establishment of this reasonable modification of the 
old rule. In this case, the personal estate of the testator 
being insufficient to meet his liabilities and the legacies, 
an arrangement was made between the eldest son, the 
executors, and euch of the parties interested as were 
then entitled to their legacies, whereby it was agreed 
that the eldest son, electing to take under the will, 





should take possession of a colliery and plant, and 
should provide the balance of the pany lar n-ccsr Bos 
pay off the legacies then payable, as well as those : 
should from time to time become due. Upon this basis 
certain of the legacies were paid in full, and the 
executors, having paid full duty upon all the legacies, 
passed their residuary account showing all the legacies 
as paid in full. The eldest son subsequently failed to 
provide sufficient funds to meet all the legacies, and 
there were, in fact, insufficient assets to meet the whole 
of the testator’s liabilities. One of the younger children, - 
when he became entitled, claimed payment in full 
of his legacy from the executors, upon the ground 
of their having admitted a sufficiency of assets. Vice- 
Chancellor Hall decided against the claim on the 
ground (1) that the payment of legacies could always 
be explained by the executor. ‘“ With reference to the 
payment of one legacy,”’ he said, “ being an admission of 
assets for every other legatee, I think this observation 
may fairly be made, that although this is very old law, 
and you can go back to Lord Hardwicke’s time for an 
authority, the tendency of modern decisions has been to 
deal fairly and justly with these cases, and not by a 
mere unintentional admission of assets by executors to 
subject them to liabilities which they have never con= 
templated or meant to undertake. You have to examine 
the facts of the case, and to deal with it fairly and 
properly.” And so dealing with this case, he held 
that the payment had been satisfactorily explained 
by the executors as being made in pursuance of an ar- 
rangement which was based on the supposition that the 
legatees could not be paid in full out of the assets; 
hence, no one could be deceived as to the amount of the 
assets. (2) It appeared that the legatee claiming 
against the executors was a minor up to a very recent 
period, and the Vice-Chancellor thought “could not 
have been misled as to his prospects or position in life.” 
And (3), there was the further circumstance that a claim 
had arisen against the estate, which had not come to the 
knowledge of the executors at the time they passed the 
residuary account. 

It may be hoped that we have heard the last of any 
attempt to apply the old rule in its harsh and unreason- 
able form, but executors and their advisers will do well to 
keep it before their minds. 








THE REPORT OF THE COMPTROLLER IN 
BANKRUPTCY. 


Ir is rash to prophecy on a matter as to which we have 
so often been disappointed ; but it does seem probable 
that next session will not be allowed to pass without 
some bankruptcy legislation ; and it may be worth while 
to notice the defects in the present law which are pointed 
out by the comptroller in his report just printed, con- 
sidering afterwards how far these are proposed to be 
remedied by the Bills now before Parliament for the 
amendment of the law of bankruptcy. 

The drift of the present report, as of many of its 
predecessors, is this, The returns relating to bank- 
ruptcy proper present nothing calling for particular 
remark, except that the costs are this year above the 
average and the assets below the average. The pro- 
visions of the Act for preventing abuses by debtors and 
trustees, where they are applicable, work fairly well. 
But they are only applicable to about 7 per cent. of the 
whole number of cases of bankruptcy, arrangement, and 
composition. In 93 per cent. of these cases debtors and 
their agents escape the provisions of the Bankruptey 
Act relating to the examination and discharge of the 
bankrupt, and to the accounts, charges, and conduct of 
the agents empleyed by him. The result is that abuses 
pant. The number of compositions not exceed. 
ing one shilling in the pound has increased from 76 
in 1870 to 1,056 last year, and the number of composi- 
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tions exceeding seven and in the pound has 
diminished from 565 in 1870 to 513 last year. “‘ Having 

to the state of trade during the last ten ycars,” 
says the comptroller, ‘‘ and its apparent effect on bank- 
ruptey proper, on Scotch sequestrations, and on the 
better class of compositions,” there should have been about 
5,000 arrangements and compositions last year. Instead 
of this there were nearly 12,000. Of these 7,167 were 
li i and 4,809 comrositions. 

ultimate cause of this is, of course, to be 
found in the indifference of creditors. The majority 
of the creditors is commonly represented by proxies 
held by, or in the interest of, an agent; and 
the position of a trustee representing the majority 
of creditors in a liquidation is, as the comptroller 
remarks, “singularly desirable; he can make his 
own arrangements with the debtor for a discharge, 
dispose of the funds, vote his own remuneration, tax his 
solicitor’s bill of costs or not, as he prefers, audit his 
own accounts at such time and in such manner, and 
impose such terms and conditions as he thinks fit, and, 
finally, grant himself a ‘release,’ discharging him from 
all liability in respect of any act done or default made 
by him as such trustee.” Under the Act the creditors 
are to see to these matters; but if one thing is more 
clearly proved than another itis that whatever is left to 
creditors is left undone. It is a fixed maxim with 
creditors that it is useless to throw away valuable time 
after lost money, and the result is that the proxy system 
has grown to the proportions ofa giganticabuse. Every 
proxy has, says the comptroller, a money value, ‘‘ and 
a single proxy will sell for a considerable sum when 
needed to carry or to prevent a resolution. It is the 
regular practice in some parts of England to hold 
‘knock-outs,’ or meetings of touting agents, for the 
purpose of arranging that the proxies they have collected 
among them shall be used in the interest of one of their 
number; but such arrangements are more commonly 
made at the first meeting of creditors in a liquidation, 
or before the registration of the resolutions. Stray 
proxies are bought from the holders; but 
where two or more agents hold each a sufficient number 
to prevent the other carrying the resolutions, a joint 
trusteeship may be agreed upon, though more often one 
becomes trustee ‘on the usual terms,’ an expression 
which evidently indicates a very usual transaction, and 
means that the trustee shall pay to the other one-third 
of whatever he can make out of the trusteeship.” 

What then is the moral of the report? That the ex- 
isting system shall be wholly re-modelled or swept away ? 
Surely not, for, according to the report, it works not 
unsatisfactorily wherever it has fair play. What is 
wanted is to extend to liquidations and compositions the 
precautions against abuse adopted in the case of bank- 
ruptcies. There should be fuller and earlier informa- 
tion given to the creditors as to the affairs of the debtor; 
his control over liquidaticn proceedings should be 
checked, the abuse of proxies restrained, and the pro- 
visions as to costs, trustees’ remuneration, and trustees’ 
accounts should be made more effective. We pro 
to consider hereafter the mode in which the Bank- 
ruptcy Bills now before Parliament deal with these 
various matters. 





The Paris correspondent of the Datly News says:—A 
curious law point bas been decided by the Court of Cassa- 
tion in the case of Abadie, a murderer, who, by the caprice 
ofa Paris jury, obtained a verdict with ‘extenuating cir- 
cumstances.’ Being indicted fora murder previous to the 
one for which he was convicted, the counsel demurred that 
all previous crimes were merged in the conviction, The 
Court of Cassation holds that technically a trial may be 
had, if only to give the right to the prisoner to clear bimeelf, 
bat probably the objection will be decided on its merits in 
the Assize Court, 





Recent Becisiand. 


CONDITIONS OF SALE. 


(Lawrie v. Lees, C.A., 28 W. R. 779; Jackson to Oak- 
shott, V.0.H., 28 W. R. 794.) 


In the first of these cases the action was brought to set 
aside a contract of sale of leasehold property, and the 
defendant counter-claimed for specific performance. One 
of the conditions provided, as usual, that the purchaser 
should be deemed to have full notice of the covenants 
in the lease; and another was the ordinary condition 
that ‘‘the production of the last receipt for rent shall 
be taken as conclusive evidence of the due and satis- 
factory performance of the lessee’s covenants contained 
in the lease by which the premises are held, or the 
waiver of any breaches of the same covenants up to the 
time of the completion of the purchase, whether the 
lessor was cognizant of such breaches (if any) or not.” 
The purchaser objected that a continuing breach of 
covenant had been committed, and it was contended 
that, although the above condition covered all breaches 
of covenant down to the date of completion, the court 
would not force on the purchaser a lease which might 
be determined by the landlord’s re-entry the day after 
the completion of the purchase. In other words, if this 
contention had succeeded, the condition relating to the 
last receipt for rent being conclusive evidence, would 
be inoperative whenever there was a continuing breach of 
covenant. 

The Court of Appeal refused to accede to this view, and 
Lord Justice Bramwell seized the opportunity to enforce 
his favourite lesson that ‘‘ a bargain is a bargain, and 
should be observed, and if this purchaser has agreed 
that he will take an arbitrary substitute, or something 
in lieu of evidence that the covenants have been per- 
formed, or that breaches have been waived, he should be 
bound by it; because people must be taught by suffering 
not to enter into improvident bargains from which in 
these days I hope they will not be released by their being 
set aside.” With submission, that was not the point 
raised in the case. The purchaser was willing to ob- 
serve his bargain that the receipt should be conclusive 
evidence of the performance of covenants up to the time 
of completion; the question was whether the court 
would lend its assistancc to compel a purchaser to buy 
an interest which might be determined immediately 
after completion. The result of holding that a con- 
tinuing breach is a bar to specific performance would 
be inconvenient, and contrary to the general under- 
standing, and the other members of the court based 
their decision mainly on this ground. 

The question may perhaps be raised whether Howell 
v. Kightley (4 W. R. 477, 21 Beav. 331) is still law? 
It will be remembered that in that case the above con- 
dition was held not to cover breaches of covenant 
committed by the vendor after the contract and before 
completion. Lord Justice Baggallay seems to intimate 
that the decision is still law, and it certainly seems to 
us that there is nothing in the recent case to show that 
a vendor may not, by his conduct in committing breaches 
of covenant after the contract, disentitle himself to obtain 
the assistance of the court. 

Jackson to Oakshott turned upon the condition 
relating to rescinding. The members of the Bir- 
mingham Law Society hold a high rank for real 
property knowledge and conveyancing skill; but 
this case brought to light a curious flaw in their 
commor form conditions—viz., the omission of the 
ordinary words specifying objections or requisitions ‘as 
to title, abstract, evidence of title, particulars, conditions, 
conveyance, or otherwise.” The condition began with @ 
reference to objections and requisitions as to title, and 
Vice-Chancellor Hall held that the connection in lan- 
guage between the latter part of the condition and the 
former part showed that the same thing was still being 
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-referred to—#.¢,, objections and requisitions as to title; 
hence, that the condition did not enable the vendor to 
-rescind on an objection relating to conveyance. 





Rehtews. 


MAGISTERIAL LAW. 


A Macistermat anp Poxice Guipe: Berne tue Sratvre 
Law, Inctupinc tHe Szsston 43 Vicr., 1880, wire 
Norges anp Rererences to tHe Mosr Recsntiy 
Decwwzn Cases Renatine To THE Procepurge, Juris- 
piction, AND Duties or Macisrrares aND Potice 
Avtuorirtes, &c. By Henry C. Greenwoon, Stipendary 
Magistrate, and Tremrptz C. Martin, Chief Clerk of 
of the Lambeth Police Court. Sxzconp Ebprrion. 
Stevens & Haynes. 


The main changes in this edition are, of course, 
occasioned by the Summary Jurisdiction Act, which the 
authors have embodied in their introduction. The rules 
under the Act, which are printed without the schedules, 
do not appear to be referred to in the introduction, no 
doubt owing to their appearance while the work was 
going through the press. With this exception, and 
the omission on p. 4 of a reference to the case of R. 
v. Millidge (27 W. R. 659), relating to disqualification 
of justices as being interested parties, we have not 
observed any omission in the statutes or cases passed 
and decided since the last edition. It would probably 
-conduce to the convenience of readers if the cross refer- 
ences were somewhat fuller, so as tc give the Act and 
section referred to, and an idea of the subject-matter 
of such section. For instance, under the head ‘‘ dogs,”’ 
a cross reference is given to ‘‘ Police (Metropolitan).” 
It would save trouble if there were added “2 & 3 Vict. 
c. 47, s. 47 (dog-fighting); s. 54 (2) (ferocious dogs),” 
and so on. But the work as it stands is a very convenient 
and well-executed guide to magistrates. 


HAYNES'S OUTLINES OF EQUITY. 


Ovrtives or Equity; semnc A Serres or ELEMENTARY 
Lectures on Equrry Jurispicrion, &c. By Freeman 
Oxrver Haynes, Barrister-at-Law. Fifth Edition. 
William Maxwell & Sons. 


The last edition of this admirable little book, to which 
many of our readers have been indebted for their first 
ideas of equity jurisdiction, was published on the eve of 
the coming into operation of the Judicature Act, The 
present edition has been adapted, mainly by excision, to 
the changes introduced by that Act. Lectures 2 and 3, 
relating to the general history and constitution of the 
equity courts, and the course of a suit in equity, have 
been omitted, and notes have been added explaining and 
qualifying statements in the lectures which are not in 
accordance with the present state of the law. The book 
was for many years the best equity primer in existence, 
and only needs a rather more extensive remodelling to 
resume its former position. 


———- 





The report of the Select Committee appointed to — 
n- 


into the administration, operation, and effect of the 
tagious Diseases Acts states that the advanced period of the 
session at which they were appointed renders it impossible 
for them to enter effectually upon the inquiry, and they, 
therefore, recommend their re-appointment next session. 

An English institution, says the London correspondent of 
the Manchester Guardian, has been transferred to the 
Khyber, The Gazetée announces the aoe of justices 
of the peace for the Khyber Pass and of the lands immedi- 
ately adjoining the Pass on either side of the roadway. The 
Political officer in charge and the officer in military command 
are to bo justiced of the peace, committing European subjects 
for trial to the chief court of the Punjab. 


General Curresponvence. 


CALL OF SOLICITORS TO THE BAR, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,— No one can read the account of the meeting at 
the Law Institution without perceiving that 
members.of the so-called “lower” branch of the pro- 
fession would be quite contented to leave things as they 
are if only that hateful adjective could be got rid of, 
and that, totally forgetful that the division of the pro- 
fession is one of labour and of labour only, and that the 
word ‘‘lower” is simply applied as a 
term to the branch, and not to the individuals compos- 
ing it, they are fighting against a shadow. 

When once, however, this mistake has been pointed 
out, and it is clearly understood that socially a solicitor 
is esteemed in no way lower than a barrister (and, in- 
deed, to do so would be absurd when one considers that 
some even of the judges have sons or brothers who are 
solicitors), a little calmer attention will be given to the 
consideration of the difference between the Law Society 
and the Inns of Court. 

Now I think I may venture to say that no soli- 
citor of any standing will contradict me when I 
assert that there is no similarity between the duties 
which devolve upon a barrister and those which fall to 
the lot of a solicitor. The barrister aims at being a 
skilful advocate and a lawyer, in the strict sense of the 
word, and his time is employed in the pursuit of these 
objects, and these objects alone. But the duties of a 
solicitor are widely different, and if their influence 
on the community be taken into account, far more 
important than those of the barrister. He has to be a 
man of sound common sense and vast knowledge of 
mankind, and, unlike the barrister, he has to advise his 
clients, not according to strict law, but according to 
what, irrespective of law, are their best interests—which 
is far more difficult—and it is well known that many of 
the most successful achievements in solicitors’ offices are 
accomplished by acting contrary to the advice of 
counsel. A solicitor, moreover, has to conduct all 
important negotiations on behalf of his clients; he must 
know when to give and when to take; and in this again 
he is guided, not as barristers would be by the rights of 
their clients, but according to their true welfare, and it 
cannot be doubted that a good solicitor is a far more 
useful, and therefore, morally, a more honourable, 
member of society than a good barrister. 

What, then, are the respective trainings which the 
young barrister and the young solicitor go through ? 
The whole time of the former is taken up with the study 
of strict law, whereas, as soon as the articled clerk has 
gone through his Stephen or his Broom, he is at once 
taught to seek the true interests of his clients, to learn the 
art of negotiation, and consequently, although, perhaps, 
unknown to himself, to study mankind. This being so, 
can it be seriously contended for a moment that a soli- 
citor, having been thus trained, can without any further 
study become an efficient counsel, either to practise in 
the courts where justice is administered according to 
strict law, and not according to what may happen to be 
the best interests of the suitors, or to advise upon those 
rights which it has been his constant practice to diss 
regard ? 

That solicitors themselves do not consider that he 
can is seen from the fact that in the county courts where 
they have a right of audience they invariably think it 
advisable to employ counsel when the magnitude of the 
case will allow it. 

No doubt men who have, by going to the branch 
of the profession, made a mistake—or rather, I should 
say, for whom the mistake has been made—are to be 
sympathized with, and yet not more so than a doctor 
who would have done better as a clergyman, or vice 
versa ; but there is no reason why, on their account, ths 
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duties of counsel should be intrusted to those who are 
unfitted to perform them. It is no answer to this to 
say that these men could pass the requisite examination, 
as it is the three years’ study, and not the examination, 
which has ever been regarded by the benchers as the 
qualification for a call to the bar, and a student often 
has to keep three terms after his examination before he 
can be called. J.J. 

[We should, perhaps, add that our correspondent is a 
solicitor.—Ep. 8. J.] 





INDORSEMENT OF COSTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—A curious illustration of the anomaly and con- 
fusion in respect to the new indorsement of costs on 
writs of summons occurred to me on the 30th ult. The 
form given in the schedule to the Rules of April last, 
after providing for particulars of claim, proceeds as 
follows:—“ And £ (or such sum as may be 
allowed on taxation) for costs. If the amount claimed 
is paid to the plaintiff or his solicitor or agent within 
four days from the service hereof, further proceedings 
will be stayed.’ The words in parentheses are new, and 
the word “or” is printed in italics, while in the forms 
sold by the Inland Revenue at the Central Office, the 
whole of the words in parentheses are _ italicized. 
Law stationers, however, print the whole of the, indorse- 
ment in Roman type. A writ issued by me was so 
printed, and failing to effect personal service, the usual 
order for substituted service was obtained. On the 
fourth day after a copy of the order and writ were posted, 
the defendant's solicitor called at my office, and in my 
absence he left the amount of debt and costs as indorsed 
on writ (£2 12s. 6d.), the costs then incurred amounting 
to about four guineas. On my return I addressed and 
sent a letter to the defendant’s solicitor requesting him 
to send me the difference, threatening further proceedings 
unless paid. An appearance was then entered, and as 
the debt was paid, I, with a view to obtain the 
master’s decision, issued the usual summons for 
judgment under order 14, when one of the 
ablest masters held that the word “‘or,’ having 
been printed in Roman type on the writ, gave the 
defendant the option of either paying the costs indorsed 
or of having them taxed, and the defendant having 
elected to pay the amount indorsed within four days 
after service of the order for liberty to proceed, he would 
make an order staying further proceedings without costs 
to either party. The master stated that on looking care- 
fully at the forms of indorsement in the schedule he had 
no hesitation in saying that the intention of the framers 
was that either claim for costs might be used—that is, a 
fixed sum, or such sum for costs as the master on 
taxation should allow, but nct both. This view appears 
to me to be a correct reading of the words of the present 
indorsement, which places solicitors in a difficulty. By 
order 3, rule 7 of the Judicature Act, 1875, ‘‘ where the 
plaintiff's claim is for a debt, or liquidated demand only, 
the indorsement, besides stating the nature of the claim, 
shall state the amount claimed for debt and costs respec- 
tively, and shall further state that, upon payment there- 
of within four days after service, further proceedings will 
be stayed.” Provision is thus made for taxation of such 
costs, and if more than one-sixth be disallowed, plaintiff's 
solicitor shall pay the costs of taxation. The decision 
of the master that the indorsement for coste may either 
be for a specific sum, or for a sum which may be allowed 
on texation, but that both should not be used, will not 
relieve the profession from the obligation of the rule. 
For inetance, if a writ were issued with no certain sum 
for costs, either the rule would become a dead letter or 
the proceedings would be set aside for irregularity ; and, 
having regard to the consequences or the penalty in the 
event of more than one-sixth being disallowed, it would 
be neither wise nor prudent to indorse a larger sum in 
anticipation that in every case an order for substituted 
ervice would be required. 





Perhaps some of your readers interested in the matter 
may be able to offer a suggestion applicable to the 
point. OC. Txorp, 

18, Garrick-street, Covent Garden, Aug. 5. 








New OrvVers, Ete. 


LONG VACATION NOTICE. 
Hicu Court or Jusricz, Cuancerny Division. 


During the vacation, until further notice, all applica- 
tions which may require to be immediately or promptly 
heard sre to be made to the Right Hon. Lord Coleridge, 
Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, or the Hon. 
Baron Pollock. One of the Vacation Judges will sit in 
the court of Vice-Chancellor Malins, at Lincoln’s-inn, 
at eleven o’clock, on Wednesday in every week, com~ 
mencing on Wednesday, August 18, until further notice, 
for the purpose of hearing such applications. No case 
will be placed in the court paper uniess leave has been 
previously obtained or a certificate of counsel that the 
case requires to be immediately or promptly heard, and. 
stating concisely the reasons, is left with the papers.. 
Application for leave to give short or other special notice 
of motion may be made at the chambers of Vice-Chan-. 
cellor Malins, 12, Staple-inn, Holborn, The necessary 
papers relating to every application made to the Vacation. 
Judges are to be left with or addressed (under cover 
marked outside “Chancery Vacation Papers”) to the 
officer in attendance, Chancery Registrar’s chambers 
(room 136), Royal Courts of Justice, before one o’clock 
on the Monday previous to the day on which the applica- 
tion is intended to be made. In any case of great 
urgency the brief of counsel is to be sent to the judge 
by book post or parcel, pre-paid, accompanied by office 
copies of the affidavits in support of the application 
and also by a minute, on a separate sheet of paper, 
signed by counsel, of the order he may consider the 
applicant entitled to, and an envelope capable of re- 
ceiving the papers, and addressed as follows :—‘“‘ Chan- 
cery Official Letter.—To the Registrar in Vacation, 
Chancery Registrar’s Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice 
London, W.C.” On applications for injunctions or 
writs of Ne exeat Regno, in addition to the above, a 
copy of the writ and a certificate of writ issued must 
also be sent. The papers sent to the judge will be re- 
turned to the registrar. The address of the judge for 
the time being acting as Vacation Judge in the Chancery 
Division can be obtained on application at the Chancery 
Registrar's chambers. The chambers of Vice-Chan- 
cellor Malins will be open on Tuesday, Wednesday, 
Thursday, and Friday in every week from eleven to one 
o’clock.—12, Staple-inn, July 31. 





CERTIFICATES FOR SALE AND TRANSFER., 
Cuancery Division. 
Long Vacation, 1880.—Notice to Solicitors. 

On and after the 20th of August, the registrar in. 
attendance will, for the purpose of facilitating vacation 
business, sign certificates for sale and transfer on Tuesday 
and Friday in every week, but the certificates should be 
left for examination at least one clear day previously ; 
and on Tuesday in every week the registrar will make 
alterations necessary in orders to be acted on by the 
Chancery Paymaster. The registrar will not attend on 
Saturdays and Fridays, unless on notice of any intended 
application to the judge for an order of an urgent 
nature. 

Rk. H. Luacn, 
H. Latuam, 
Vacation Registrars. 
Chancery Registrar's Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice. 
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VACATION TAXING MASTER. 
The Vacation Taxing Master will, at the request of the 


‘parties, take any reference in which the payment or distri- 
‘pution of money under any order made on or after the 


19th of Jaly last depends upon the taxation of costs. 





EXTRADITION ACT. 


An Order in Council is published in the Gazette of 
‘Tuesday giving effect toa law of the Legislature of the 
Transvaal (the Extradition Law, Transvaal, 1880), extend- 
ing the provisions of the Extradition Acts to that Province. 





Cases of the Geek. 


DissoLuTion OF PartTNeRsHIp—SaLE OF ASSETS AND 
GoODWILL TO ONE PARTNER—RIGHT OF OTHER PARTNER 
‘to Deat with Otp CustomERS.—In a case of Leggott v. 
Barrett, before the Court of Appeal on the 27th ult., the 
question arose whether, after a dissolution of partnership, 
-and a sale of the assets and goodwill to one of the part- 
ners, who was to continue the business alone, the other 
partner could be prevented from dealing with any of the 
customers of the old firm who chose voluntarily to come 
tohim. The plaintiff and the defendant had carried on 
business in partnership together at Bradford. They 
agreed upon a dissolution, upon the terms that the stock- 
in-trade, book debts, and other assets of the partnership, 
and the goodwill of the business, should be taken by the 
plaintiff, who ‘was tocontinue the business on his own 
account, The defendant was to retire from the business, 
.and he agreed not to commence a similar business in 
‘Bradford, or within ten miles thereof, for ten yeara from 
the date of the dissolution, except in Leeds. The plaintiff 
was to pay to the defendant £2,000 for his share and 
interest in the business, stock-in-trade, and other assets. 
The plaintiff paid the £2,000, and a formal deed of disso- 
lution was executed. The defendant had subsequently 
get up & similar business in Leeds, and the plaintiff alleged 
that he bad been soliciting the customers of the old firm ; 
and he claimed an injunction to restrain the defendant 
-from doing this, and also from actaally dealing with any 
customers of the old firm. Upon an interlocutory motion 
for an injunction until jadgment in the action, Jessel, M.R., 
was of opinion that, inasmuch as the defendant had sold 
vhis share in the goodwill of the business, he was not en- 
‘titled even to deal with customers of the old firm who 
-came to him without any solicitation on his part. And bis 
lordship accordingly granted the injunction asked for. 
The Court of Appeal (James, Brett, and Corron, L.JJ.) 
‘held that, as the defendant had not entered into any ex- 
press agreement not to deal with customers of the old 
dirm who might come to him voluntarily, the injunction 
must be confined to preventing the solicitation of the old 
customers.—Soricrrors, R. Smith & Wilmer; Wynne- 
Baxter § Rance. 


ee 


Costs—Pustic FuncrioNAaRY—PAYMENT OUT OF FuND 
—7 & 8 Vicr., co. 101, s. 35—ELementTary Epvucation 
Act, 1870, s. 60.—In a case of The Queen v. Sir Charles 
Reed, before the Court of Appeal ou ths 28th ault,, the 
question arose whether the court had jurisdiction to order 
‘the costs of a public fanctionary to be paid out of a par- 
ticular fund, The defendant was the chairman of the 
London School Board, and represented the voard in the 
proceedings, which were by certiorari. The Government 
auditor had disallowed certain items in the accounts of the 
doard, and the question was whether those items ought to 
shave been allowed. The Queen’s Bench Division held that 
the items ought to have been allowed; but the Court of 
Appeal at Westminster reversed this decision, holding 
that the disallowance was right. The order of the Court 
of Appeal, as drawn up, made the defendant personally 
liable for the costs of the auditor, and made no provision 
for the defendant's own costs. An application was made 
to vary this order by direoting that the costa should be 
paid out of the school board rate, or that, at least, no 
Personal order for payment of the auditor's coate should 





—= 


be made against the defendant. Reliance was on 
section 35 of the Act, 7 & 8 Vict. o. 101, wk ae 
tion 60 of the Education Act of 1870,is made pos te A to 
the audit of the accounts of a school board ; and it was 
contended that, if nothing was said about the anditor’s 
costs, that section would enable him to get his costs paid 
out of the rate. The Court of Appeal (Jzsset, M.R., and 
Brett and Corron, L.JJ.) held that they had no jurisdic- 
tion to do what was asked. Jrsser, M.R, said that, 
though in the old Court of Ch orders were made 
for the payment of the costs of an unsuccessful defendant 
out of a fund which was under the control of the court, at 
common law it was never the practice to give costs to an 
unsuccessful defendant ; and section 35 only provided for 
the payment of costs of the person prosecuting the certiorari 
out of the rates when the decision of the auditor wasy 
overruled. The court, however, added to the order a 
direction that it was to be without prejudice to any question 
as to the right of the defendant to te reimbursed out of 
the rate the costs which he was ordered topay.—Soxicrrors 
Gedge, Kirby, § Millett ; Sharpe, Parkers, § Co, 


Practice—CR0S8-EXAMINATION ON APFIDAVIT—SumMMONS 
To vary Curer Crerk’s Certiricate—Orp. 37, rn. 2— 
DIsCHARGE OF SEQUESTRATION—CostTs.—In a case of The 
Republic of Costa Rica v. Strousberg, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 28th ult., the question was raised whether 
the power given to the court by rule 2 of order 37 
to order the attendance for cross-examination of the person 
making an affidavit ‘upon any motion, petition, or sum- 
mons” applies to asummons to vary a chief clerk’s certifi- 
cate. The court (Jesset, M.R., and Bretr and Corrox, 
L.JJ.) held that it does. Another question was what 
order ought to be made as to the costs of a sequestrator when 
the court of Appeal discharges an order for a sequestration, 
which it holds to have been rightly issued in the first instance, 
on the ground that the object for which it was ted has 
been attained. It was urged that the party who succeeds 
on appeal in getting the sequestration discharged onght not 
to pay the costs of the sequestrator between the date 
of the refusal of the judge of first instance to dis- 
charge the sequestration, and the date of the order on the 
appeal. The court, however, held that the sequestration 
could be discharged only on the payment of costs, other than 
the costs of the appeal. The latter costs were made costs in 
the action.—Soxicrtors, Freshfelds ¢ Williams; Lee, House~ 
man, & Brodie, 


MEETING oF CREDITORS UNDER LiQuipaTion Perrrioxn— 
Vauipity oF ResoLvuTioNs—RiGHTs oF ABSENT CREDITORS. — 
Ina case of Ex parte The Swaledale Banking Company, 
the Court of Appeal on the 29th ult., the question arose 
whether a creditor, who was not present at a meeting of 
creditors under a liquidation petition,could be heard to object 
to the resolutions which had been passed by the creditors 
who were present. The objection to the resolations was 
that a proper quorum of creditors was not present at the 
meeting, and this depended upon the question whether 
of the persons who was present, and who had voted 
creditor, had a proper proof of debt upon the file. 
court (Jawes, Brett, and Cortox, L.JJ.) said that 
a creditor who was not present at a meeting was bound 
the resolutions passed at it, if they were 
there was no obligation upon him to attend 
and he was entitled, though he had not been 
question the resolutions, on the ground of the ty 

ings.— Soricrtors, Ullithorne, Currey, § Villiers 

. Abrahams $ Co. 
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Practice — Costs — Successrvt Piamrire — Action 
Triep sy Jory—Lines—Orper 55.—In a case of 
Harnett v. Vise, before the Court of Appeal on the 2nd 
inst., a question arose as to the power of a judge to deprive 
a successful plaintiff of his costs of the The action 
was for libel, and the jury found a verdict for the plaintiff, 
with £10 damages. The sefendan 
Huddleston, B., who tried the action, to deprive 
plaintiff of bis costs, and his lordship acoeded to 
sa peau Ty es that te i ee 

found to be a , had been broaght aboat 
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by some previous unsatisfactory and improper conduct of 
the plaintiff in relation to another person, and that there- 
fore in justice he ought not to be allowed his costs of the 
action, This decision was upheld by the Excheqner 
Division (Huddlestop, B. and Stephen, J.). Before the 
Court of Appeal it was urged that the order in effect over- 
roled the verdict of the jury, and that the ‘‘ good cause” 
to be shown for Gepriving a successful party of costs 
referred only to some conduct of his in the course of the 
litigation, not to something which had taken place pre- 
viously, aud in relation to a stranger to the action. The 
Court of Appeal (Jamzs, Brerr, and Corrox, L.JJ.) 
affirmed the decision of the Exchequer Division. Jams, 
L.J., was of opinion that the jurisdiction as to costs, given 
by order 55, was not confined to the conduct of the parties 
in the litigation itself. The jodge conid not take upon 
himself to overrule the verdict of the jary, and had no 
right to say that the particular thing complained of was 
not a libel; but in determining the question of costs it was 
his duty to consider the whole of the circumstances of the 
case—anything which led or condnuced to the libel, any- 
thing in the conduct of the parties, anything showirg that 
the action was not properly brought in respect of the libel 
complained of. His lordship was satisfied that the letter 
in question in the case never conld have done the slightest 
harm to the plaintiff, and that it was not the real cause of 
the litigation. The real object was to set the plaintiff 
right as to some disagreeable rumours which had been 
current about bim, and ke availed himself of some 
incautious expressions in the letter for that purpose. His 
condnet bad been such as to give rise to the rnmours, and 
the judge who tried the action came to the conclusion that 
there bad been a great deal in that conduct which had 
caneed the whole matter, and therefore thought himself 
justified in depriving the plaintiff of bis coste, and his 
lordship thought the judge was right in so doing.— 
Soxicitors, Digby & Tabor; T. 8. George. 





PracticeE—JurisDICTION—VESTING RiGHT TO TRANSFER 
Srock—OrprrR cn Summons 1n CuamMBbeRs—TRUSTEE 
Act, 1850, s. 43—Trustre Extension Act, 1852, ss. 6, 7— 
15 & 16 Vict. c. 80, s. 26—18 & 19 Vicr. c. 134, s, 16—Con- 
SOLIDATED ORDERS or CovuRT oF CHANCERY, Onp. 35,R.1.— 
In a case of Frodsham v. Frodsham, before the Court of 
Appeal cn the 2nd inst., the question aroee whether an order 
under the Trustee Acts, vesting the right to transfer stock, 
can be made upon summons in chambers. The action 
was brought by one of two executors against the other for 
the administration of the estate of the testator. It was com- 
menced by writ, and an administration decree was made 
upcen an application by the plaintiff onder rule 1 of order 15. 
Afterwards an order was made by Jessel, M.R., upon 
summons in chambers, that (it appearing by affidavit that the 
defendant could not be found) the right to transfer asum of 
console, tc which the plaintiff and the defendant were jointly 
entitled upon the trusts of the testator’s will, and which was 
standing in their names in the books of the Bank of Eng- 
land, should vest in the plaintiff, but only for the purpose 
of transferring the amount into court.as thereinafter directed. 
The Bank of Eng'and declined to act upon this order, on the 

that there was no jurisdiction to make such an order 

in chambers. On the motion of the pluintiff another order 
was then made by Jessel, M.R., in court, that the bank 
should act in accordance with the previous order in chambers. 
The second order contained a recital that the court was of 
opinion that the judge bad jurisdiction on an application by 
summons in chambers to make the vesting order. The 
Court of Appeal (James, Buurt, and Corron, L.JJ.) 
thonght that, especially having regard to the course of 
practice, there was, at any rate, sufficient doubt as to the 
jurisdiction to muke the order in chambers, that it would 
be much safer that it should be made inopen court, JAMEs, 
L.J., said that no doubt  genersl order would soon be made 
ibing the conditions and safeguards under which the 
jerisdiction might in such a case be exercised in cham- 
ene, Freshfields & Williams ; Norris, Allens, & 

‘arter. 





* Costs—Actioxs Trizp vy Junyv—Crnrimicate oy Asso- 
cuaTs—Onver 565—Onn. 36, &. 23,24.—In a case of Bozeward 
v. Stallard, belore the Court of Appes] on the 3rd inst., there 





was a claim and a counter-claim. The case was tried by @ 
jury, and a verdict was found for the defendant on the claim, 
and for the plaintiff on the counter-claim. The certificate 

of the asscciate stated that judgment was given for the 

defendant on the claim, with the costs of the defence, and 
for the plaintiff on the counter-claim. But the certificate 
said nothing about the plaintiff’s costs of the counter-claim, 
The plaintiff insisted thet under order 55 he was entitled to. 
his costs of the counter-claim, because he had succeeded 
upon it and the judge had given no direction depriving him. 
of the costs. The taxing master, however, refused to tax 
the costs of the counter-claim. The Court of Appeal 
(James, Brerr, and Corron, L.JJ.) held that the taxing 

master was right. So long as the certificate of the associate 
remained he was not entitled to go behind it, and as it stood 
it was consistent with the judge having made an order 

depriving the plaintiff of his costs of the counter-claim. The 
plaintiff ought to have applied to the judge to have the cer- 

tificate amended.—-Soxicitors, Phelps § Woodforde; Thomas 
White § Sons, 





BaxkRvurtcy—SeEcurED CreDITOR—ELEGIT—SEIzuRE or 
Goops ny SHekirr—Bankrvptcy Act, 1869, s. 87.—In a. 
case of Ex parte Abbott, before the Court of Appeal on the. 
29:h ult., a curious question arose as to the effect of the 
seizure of goods of a liquidating debtor under a writ of elegit. 
On the 28th of June, 1879, judgment was signed in an action 
against a trader for £207, debt and costs, and the same day 
the judgment creditor sued out a writ of e/egit upon the judg- 
ment (vide Form No. 2, Appendix F., to the Rules ot Court, 
1875), and lodged the writ with the sheriff for execution. 
On the 30th of June the sheriff issued a warrant to his bailiff, 
directing him ‘‘to seize and take all the goods and chattels” 
of the debtor “ (except oxen and beasts of the plough) in 
my bailiwick, so that I may cause the same to be delivered” 
to the judgment creditor ‘‘as by the said writ | am com- 
manded.” On the same day the bailiff took possession of 
some goods and chattels of the debtor. On the morning of 
the Ist of July an inquisition was held before the sheriff, 
when the jury found that the debtor, on the 28th of June, 
and on the date of the inquisition, ‘‘was possessed in his. 
own right of the goods and chattels named in the schedule 
hereto of the price of £327, as of his own proper goods 
and chattels.” The proceedings on the inquisition commenced 
at 10.30 a.m. and were concluded at 11.15 a.m. Later in the: 
day the sheriff delivered the goods and chattels mentioned: 
in the schedule to the inquisition to the judgment 
creditor “ to hold as his own, in satisfaction of his debt, costs. 
and interest in such writ named as by such writ I am com- 
manded.” At the time when this delivery was made, the 
judgment creditor had no notice of any act of bankruptcy 
having been committed by the debtor. He bad, however, ia 
fact, filed a liquidation petition at 10.30 a.m.on the lst of 
July. The trustee in the liquidation claimed the goods. 
which had been delivered by the sheriff to the execution 
creditor. It was contended that the case, though not 
within the letter of section 87, carse within its spirit, and re- 
liance was placed on the case of Ex parte Rayner (20 W. Rk. 
456, L. R. 7 Ch. 325), in which it was held by the Court of 
Appeal that, when the sale of goods of @ trader, seized by 
the sheriff under a fi. fa. for a judgment debt of more than 
£50, bad been intercepted by the filing of a liquidation 
petition by the trader, the trustee in the liquidation was en- 
titled to the goods, though there had been no sale under the 
execution, inasmuch as under section 87 he would have been 
entitled to the proceeds of sale if the goods had been sold. 
And even if section 87 did not apply, it was urged that the 
writ of elegit did not authorize the sheriff to seize any goods of 
the debtor until their value bad been appraised by a jury, and 
that consequently the possession of the sheriff was wron 
until after the inquisition had been completed, and the judg- 
ment creditor did/not become a secured creditor until #fter 
the filing of the petition. Consequently the goods which had 
been seized belonged to the trustee. It appeared, how- 
ever, that in all the books of practice there is given a form 
of warrant by the sheriff to the bailiff directing the latter 
to seize the goods of the judgment debtor immediately 
after the issue of an elegit, and that the practice 
has always been to make the seizure at once. The 
court (James, Brerr, and Corron, L,JJ.), affirming the: 
decision of Bacon, C.J. held that the judgment oreditor 
wes entitled to retain the goods. James, L.J., 
who delivered the judgment of the court, ssid that the 
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established practice having been for the sberiff to seize at 
once, it could not be said that be had acted wrongly, and 
he was therefore in possession of the goods before the filing 
of the petition just as he would have been under a ji. fa, 
and it was impossible to say that the judgment i 
was not a secured oreditor just as he would have been if 
the seizure had been made under a ji. fa. Section 87 did 
not apply. The result of this, no doubt, was to make seo- 
tion 87a laughing stock, but to extend the section to the 
present case would be, not construing the section, but 
legislating to supply an omission. The omission could 
only be cured by the Legislature. His lordship expressed 
a hope that the taking of goods under an elegit, which he 
characterized as an sbsurd anachronism, would be soon 
abolished. He added that the principle of the decision 
in Ex parte Rayner was this, that the beneficial owner of 
the proceeds of the sale of the goods was not obliged to 
have them sold, bat was beneficially entitled to the goods 
themselves. In the present case there weze no proceeds 
of sale. Leave to appeal to the Honse of Lords was re- 
fused.—Soxicitors, Shaw d&: Tremellen ; Scott & Co. 





Act or Bankroproy—Destor’s Svmmons—NEGLEcT To 
pay Dest—DeEsToR PREVENTED FROM PAYING BY ACT OF 
CREDITOR — BANKRUPTCY PETITION PRESENTED BEFORE 
TIME LIMITED BY SuMMONS FoR PayMent—BANKRUPTCY 
Act, 1869, s. 6.—In a case of Ex parte Greener, before the 
Court of Appeal on the 29th ult., a question arose as to the 
right of a creditor who had served a debtor’s summons to 
avail himself of the non-payment of the alleged debt by the 
debtor within the time limited by the sammons as an act of 
bankruptcy. The debtor's summons was served on 'the 17th 
of April. The debtor was not a trader. On the 3rd of May 
(before the expiration of the twenty-one days limited by the 
summons for paymext) the creditor filed a bankruptcy peti- 
tion against the debtor for the same debt, alleging that he had 
committed an act of bankruptcy on the previous 5th of 
November, by executing a fraudulent conveyance of his prop- 
erty. The 21st of May was appointed for the hearing of the 
petition. The debtor did not pay the debt within the 
twenty-one days, and on the 12th of May, the creditor pre- 
sented a second bankruptcy petition against him for the same 
debt, founded on the non-compliance with the debtor’s 
summons as an act of bankruptcy. The 2ist of May was 
appointed for the hearing of this petition also. When the 
two petitions came on to be heard, the petitioner applied to 
the judge of the county court,to consolidate them, but the 
judge held that he had no power to doso under sub-section 
2 of section 80 of the Act. He, however, required the peti- 
tioner’s counsel to elect on which petition he would proceed, 
and the counsel elected to proceed with the second 

tition, and an order was made dismissing the first petition. 
The hearing of the second petition was then b go and the 
judge dismissed it before all the evidence had been taken, 
on the ground that the debtor had been prevented from pay- 
ing the debt within the twenty-one days by the peti- 
tioning creditor’s own act in presenting the first peti- 
tion alleging the commission of an earlier act of 
bankruptcy. In so deciding the jud was in- 
fluenced by the decision of Le Bruce, ¥-c,, in the 
case of Ex parte Musgrove (8 M.D. & De G. 386). Bacon, 
C.J., reversed the decision of the county court judge, and 
remitted the petition to him for further heating. Before 
the Court of Appeal it was argued that the effect of the first 
petition was to tie the debtor's hands, and to prevent him 
from’ dealing with his estate, as no one could safe) 
Jend him money during the pendency of the petition. This 
difficulty having been created by the summoning creditor’s 
own act, it would be inequitable to allow him to use the non- 
pe ent of the debt as an act of bankruptcy. The craditor 

ad, in fact, assumed two inconsistent positions ; by the 
debtor's summons he was insisting on the payment of his 
own debt, while by the petition he was claiming to have the 
debtor’s property distributed equally among all bis creditors. 
The Court of A (James, Brerr, and Corron, 
L,JJ.) held that, if it could be shown as a matter of fact that 
the debtor had been prevented the pendency of the first 
petition from paying the debt, it would be inequitable to 
allow the creditor to avail himself of the non-payment of the 
debt as an act of bankruptcy. But the mere fact thatthe 
first petition was pending was not sufficient to show that the 
debtor had been prevented from paying the debt, for ifhe had 





no means of paying he would not have been prevented 
from doing so. The petition was, therefore, remitted to the 
county court judge, with this expression of the opinion of 
the court—for him to determine, ss a question of fact, 
whether the debtor had been prevented by the Lang | of 
the first petition from paying the debt.—Soxicrtors, Wash 
& Field ; Robert Wood. 





CompANy—PromoTrR—Moneyrs Oprarned SECRETLY 
From VENDORS TO Company—“ Derr INCURRED BY FRauD 
AND Breacu or Trust”—Banxrvuptcy Act, 1869, 8. 49:— 
In the case of Emma Silver Mining Company v. Grant, before 
the Master of the Rolls on the 29th ult., an important question 
‘was raised as to the construction of section 49 of the Banke 
ruptey Act, 1869. By that section ‘‘an order of 
shall not relieve'the bankrupt from any debt or li 
incurred by means of any fraud or breach of ‘trust; but it 
shall release the bankrupt from all other debts proveable under 
the bankruptcy with the exceptions” therein mentioned. Tn 
February, 1879, as reported L. R. 11 Ch. D. 918, Jessel, 
M.R., decided certain issues against the defendant Grant, 
whereby he found that the defendant was a promoter of the 
plaintiff company, and that he had received a large sum as 
promoter without the knowledge of the company, and that he 
was accountable for the same to the company, with interest, 
At the time of the trial of the issues the defendant bad pre- 
sented a petition for liquidation, but he had recently obtained 
his discharge therefrom. His trustee had been made a 
party, and the company now moved for judgment, following 
the findings on the issues ; for leave to prove in the li 
tion of the defendant for the amount found due, and: also for @ 
personal judgment against the defendant. The latter jndg- 
ment was asked, on the ground that the debt was incurred 
both by means of fraud and also of a breach of trust, and 
therefore that the defendant was not discharged therefrom 
under the above section. Jesset, M.R., was of opinion 
that the moneys had been obtained by the defendant by 
means of fraud and also of a breach of trust, and he therefore 
allowed judgment against the defendant for the amount 
found due. He also gave the plaintiff mgs my leave 
prove against the estate of the defendant for the same 
Py -<iieamaae ite W. Snell §& Greenip; Michael Abrahams 
§ Roffey. 
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County Court — Junispicrion — Cnartry — Crain 
AGAINST CoLLECTOR OF ScHOOL—CHARITABLE Trusts Act, 
(16 & 17 Vicr. c. 137).—In the case of Christie v. ve 
and In the matter of a plaint of the cownty court at Sett 
before the Master of the Rolls on the 30th ult., cause was 
shown against a rule nisi, previously obtained for a certiorari, 
removing the plaint to this court, and staying the yromeling? 
in the county court in the meantime. The plaint was by 
Christie and W. G. Perfect, the man of a school at 
Langcliffe, against the incumbent of Langcliffe, and the 
plaintiffs required payment of a balance of £37 19s. 4¢., 
alleged to be in the hands of the defendant for the use of the 
school. The plaintiffs also required an account of moneys 
received and paid by the defendant, and delivery by 
him of certain books relating to the school. The school was 
a Sunday-school founded in 1822 on waste land at 
cliffe, and it was alleged that the freeholders of i 
had exercised ownership over the site, and that there was no 
conveyance to any other person. The incumbents for the 
time being had exercised certain duties of management. 
The defendant had, it appeared, received the 
for the school, and bad recently claimed to be the manager, 
and disputes had arisen between him and the manager ap- 
pointed by the freebolders, which appointment bad been 
recently accepted by the Education Department. The 
grounds on which the rule nisi was granted were that 
the county court, under 16 & 17 Viet. oc. 137, had no 
jarisdiction in the matter, as this was reallp a question 
relating to a charity. Jrsset, M.R, said that in 
opinion the county court had jurisdiction to determine 
matter. The court had no doabt jariediction to 
the matter by certiorari, if the inferior court 
ceeding its powers; bat that jurisdiction had 
discretiovary, and if he hed any doubt in the 
should have refased to exercise it, on the 
under the County Court Acts, the claim 
than £20, the defendant could remove the 
to the superior court. In his opiaion, the 
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simple action by the manage-s of a school against their 
collector to recover the amornt in his hands. The defendant, 
the rector, defended himself on the ground that he was 
also a manager, ard, of course, if that was so, it might be 
a good answer. That fact was, however, denied by the 
plaintiffs, and it cond very well be determined by the 
inferior court, but that issue did not involve any question 
of charity. It really made no difference whether the sub- 
ject-matter was s charity ora brewery, and the question in 
dispute was wholly irrespective of any charity, The 
defendant said that by reason of the above Act the county 
court would not have jurisdiction, but the proviso in 
section 41 did not apply, as there was no claim adverse 
to the charity, and the sole question was whether the 
defendant was or was not a manager of the school. The 
order nisi must therefore be discharged.—Soricirors, 
Ridsdale & Co. ; E. Kennedy. 





Practice—Petition PRESENTED WITHOUT AUTHORITY 
—ReEtatneR—CosTs—ALTERATION OF ORDER AFTER A 
Year—Srip—AFFripavits To BE Usep on a Morion— 
Arripavits IN RepLy.—In a case of Re Savage, before the 
Master of the Rolls on the 4th inst., a motion was made 
to rescind an order to make a solicitor pay the costs of a 
petition on which an order bad been made for the appoint- 
ment of new trustees, in July, 1879, on the ground that the 
petitioners, who were interested in one-eighth of the prop- 
erty, had not authorized the presentation of the petition. 
Affidavits were filed in opposition to the motion, which 
stated that the solicitor had authority from the persons 
interested in six-eighths of the property, and that he be- 
lieved he had also authority from the present applicants. 
There was no written retainer on their part, and they 
swore that no retainer had ever been given by them. The 
affidavits in support of the motion went into certain irre 
levant charges against the trustee appointed by the peti- 
tioner, and contained an allegation shown to be untrue bythe 
respondents’ affidavits. On the motion being opened, the 
respondents asked that the motion might stand over to 
enable them to answer an affidavit on the other side. 
For the applicants it was contended that the affidavit was 
simply in reply, and that there was no right to file any 
farther affidavits. Jzsset, M.R., said there was no such 
rnie on a motion, and that the parties could go on filing 
affidevits until they were exhausted. On this the appli- 
cants withdrew their affidavit, and the motion was heard 
on the merits. Jrsser, M.R., said that the application 
was an uncommon one, and that solicitors were bound to 
be very careful to see they bad proper retainers from their 
cliente. It was, in his opinion, clezr on the evidence that 
the solicitor bad no authority from the applicants to pre- 
gent the petition. He believed he had, and with a view 
to save costs no doubt joined the applicants as petitioners, 
whereas, if he had any doubt, he should have made them 
respondents. He knew their address, and, therefore, could 
have written to them to ascertain if he should make them 
petitioners or not. The order had been obtained more 
than a year ago, and he very much doubted whether he 
had jurisdiction now to alter it, If the petition had only been 
presented by one person, that would have been different ; 
but there were several petitioners, and the Court of Appeal 
would only alter the order on special leave. The order 
was, however, in itself quite right, and he should have 
himself made it on the petition of persons interested in 
six-eighths of the property, even if the present appli- 
cants, as they should have been, had been made respond- 
ents. He should no‘, therefore, disturb the order, but 
would, under hie general jurisdiction and the new rule 
allowing him to correct slips in orders, make the appli- 
eante respondents, not requiring to be served with the 
petition. As to the coste, as a general rule, the solicitor 
ought to pay the costs where the application was a proper 
one, and he had acted without retainer ; but here the ap- 
plicants had gone into irrelevant matters ; had also stated 
an untruth on their affidavits; and, under the circum. 
stances, be should not order the solicitor to pay the ap- 
plicants’ costs, but he would have to bear his own costs 
and aleo the costs of the other respondents to the motion. 
—Sonicitors, EZ. Kimber ; Munns § Longden, for Reed, 
Portemouth. 
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SwareEs in CuartereD Bank—7 Witt. 4, anv 1 Vicr, 
c. 78, s. 21—RecGisrraTion OF TRANSFER—DURATION oF 
LraBiuity—SHarEs PAYine Divipenp.—In a case of In re 
Griffiths, Tate v. Rolis, before Vice-Chancellor Hall, upon 
further consideration, on the 5th inst.,a point was raised by 
the chief clerk’s certificate as to the liability of certain 
executors with respect to shares ijn a chartered bank. A 
testator, who died in November, 1878, had, by his will, 
dated in the previous October, bequeathed certain specific 
legacies, and appcinted executors. Part of the property 
belonging to him at his death, consisted of 338 shares in 
a banking corporation formed under a charter granted 
in 1844, whereby the liability of a shareholder ig 
limited to double the amount of capital held by him. 
The statute (7 Will. 4, and 1 Vict. c 73) under 
which the charter was granted, provides (section 21) that, 
“ any person ceasing to be a member, &c., whether by the 
transfer of any share, or by death, or otherwise, shall be 
considered, for all purposes of liability, as continuing a 
member, until a return of the transfer, or other fact 
whereby he shall have so ceased to be a member, shall be 
registered pursuant to the provisions hereinbefore con- 
tained.”’ In the present case, the executors had sold the 
shares, and the transfer to the purchaser had been duly 
registered. The transfer had been made in February, 
1879, and the dividends most recently paid upon the shares 
had been £6 per cent. The charter, however, contained 
no provisions as to the liability of past members of the 
corporation, nor does the statute expressly limit the dura- 
tion of liability, and the question was raised whether the 
liability upon the shares ceased when the transfer was 
registered, or, if not, for what period it continued. The 
point reserved for the Consideration of the court was 
whether any, and what, provision should be made by the 
executors before paying over the legacies against any 
possible liability upon the shares. Haxt, V.C., held that, 
under the circumstances of the case, no liability attached, 
and no provision need be made,—Soxicirors FoR ALL 
parties, Maples, Teesdale, & Co. 





Partnersuie Acrion—Costs.—In a case of Dawson v. 
Clever, before Denman, J. (sitting for Fry, J.), on the 3rd 
inst., the action was brougkt for the dissolution of a partner- 
ship between the plaintiff and the defendant, and the taking 
of the partnership accounts. There was a dispute whether 
a partnership had in fact existed, and the hearing of the evi- 
dence on the point occupied several days. Denman, J., 
found as a matter of fact that there had been a partnership, 
and he decreed a dissolution. He declared that the plain- 
tiff was entitled to his costs down to and including the trial ; 
but he directed that the costs should not be paid until after 
the result of the accounts should be known, He said that 
the difficulties had been caused by the plaintiff's fault in 
entering into a partnership in a very loose way, and that he 
ought not to be allowed to walk. off at once with a large 
amount of costs, when it might turn out that a large sum 
was due from him on the balance of the accounts.— 
Souscitors, E. F. Buttemer Harston ; C. Harcourt. 








At the meeting of the Common Council on Thursday 
week, a report was brought up from the Law and City 
Courts Committee on a letter from the judge of the City of 
London Court (Mr. Kerr) asking for a reconsideration of the 
duties assigned to him at the Central Criminal Court, on the 
ground that the business of his court demanded his whole 
time ; that attendance at the Old Bailey Sessions compelled 
him to keep himself free for eleven weeks of the year ; and 
stating that he was prepared either to give up his duties as 
commissioner or to remunerate a member of the bar for per- 
forming them. The judge also stated ag his opinion that a 
division of the month’s work of the Central Criminal 
Court between two sessions would be a great boon, both to 
jurymen and to witnesses, and would produco a consider- 
able saving inthe maintenance of prisoners and the expense 
of prosecutions. The committee, who had consulted the 
Court of Aldermen on the subject, reported that it was not 
ones desirable that Mr, Commissioner Kerr should be re- 
lieved from his duties at the Central Criminal Court, The 
report to that effect was adopted. 
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‘there are no arrangements of that character, there is no 


number of the better compositions, exceeding 7s. 6d. in the 
pound 
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REPORT OF THE ae IN BANE- 


The results obtained during the tenth year of the Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1869, are generally similar to those reported in 
each successive year since the commencement of the Act, 
and particularly as regards the ~e and continuing in- 
crease in the number of debtors who avail themselves of 
facilities offered by the liquidation clauses of the Act. 

The system of oe semi arrangements, by which a 
debtor can free himself from the whole of his debts with 
the assent of only a part of his creditors, and without any 

reliminaries before a competent tribunal to obtain some 
isclosure of the state of his affairs, is, I believe, as peculiar 
to English bankruptcy law as the continued increase of in- 
solvency, alike through periods of commercial prosperity or 
depression, is peculiar to land. In Scotland, where 


such increase of insolvency ; the number of sequestrations 
appears to have averaged about 500 per annum during the 
Jast twenty-four years, with no greater variation than 
may be reasonably accounted for by the state of trade, or 
other temporary circumstances—e.g., the annual number 
fell during a period of great commercial prosperity from 
555 in the year 1870 to about 380 in the years 1872 and 
1873, rising again through worse times to 543 in the year 
1877, as appears by the last published returns. The same 
fall and rise occurred as markedly during the same periods 
in the annual number of English bankruptcies proper on 
petition of creditors; there were 1,351 bankruptcies in the 

ear 1870, 915 in the year 1873, and 1,156 in the year 1879; 

ut the number of liquidations by arrangement and of 
compositions with creditors, like the number of trust deeds 
under the former Act, has rapidly increased in each year 
since the commencement of the Act, rising through the 
period of greatest prosperity from 3,651 in the year 1870, 
to 6,574 in the year 1873, and through worse times to 
11,976 in the year 1879. 

There were, therefore, altogether last year 13,132 cases 
of bankruptcy, arrangement, or composition; but of the 
1,156 bankruptcies, 79 were annulled on acceptance of com- 
position or scheme of settlement under section 28, and 70 
more for various other reasons (see Table V., Appendix), 
leaving only 1,000 cases, or about seven per cent., to which 
the more important provisions of the Act for preventing 
abuses by insolvent debtors and professional agents applied ; 
the other 12,000, or 93 per cent., escaping the provisions of 
the Act which refer to the examination and discharge of a 
bankrupt, and to the accounts, charges, and conduct of 
agents employed. 





Section 115 of the Act requires an annual report, judicial 
and financial, respecting all matters within the Act; but 
from subsequent provisions the report can offer little better 
then suggestions or inferences respecting those 12,000, or 
93 per cent, of the matters within the Act, and the whole of 
the increase of insolvency, a most important feature in the | 
working of the Act, occurring in those matters, its character | 
and probable cause can only be shown by somewhat in- 
direct methods. 

The debtor having filed a petition for liquidation, and | 
summoned a meeting of his creditors at his own time and | 


place, submits a statement of his affairs, and the required 
majority of creditors, erally represented by proxies, 
may resolve in favour of a composition, or that the affairs 
of the debtor shall be liquidated by ent and not in 
bankruptcy. There are no doubt cases in which the cred- 
itors, sympathising with the debtor, are content to rely on 
his statements, and desire to relieve him from what he owes 
them in the manner least di ble to him ; but it can- 
not be believed that such cordial understanding exists in so 
many as 12,000 cases in one year, or in so large a proportion 
as 93 per cent. of insolvencies. 

Where the creditors have any confidence in the debtor 
they would naturally rather at once receive from him, in 
the shape of composition, whatever he can afford to pay 
them, than wait for the chance of receiving, at some inde- 
finitely remote period, whatever may remain of that sum 
after the costs, charges, and incidental expenses of a number 
of professional agents are satisfied, especially as in thou- 
sands of small cases nothing at all remains. Under the 
former Act there were many more compositions than assign- 
ments, and in Scotland, though composition contracts are 
much the more difficult to carry (requiring to be adopted, 
and afterwards confirmed, by a very large majority in value 
of creditors at a second meeting after the examination of 
the bankrupt), there have been more than ten times as many 
compositions as arrangements; in fact, there have been, 
practically, no arrangements as understood in England, for 
it has been stated, on high authority, that 19 out of 20 
Scotch arrangements are, in effect, composition contracts in 
another form, and there have been on an average of many 
years only nine “arrangements” out of 500 sequestrations 
awarded annually. 

In England under the present Act there have been, con- 
trary to all experience, many more arrangements than com- 

itions, and still more suggestive, their annual number 
increased more than twice as rapidly during the period of 
greatest commercial prosperity, thus :— 





| sve. 1873. | 1879. 
} 








Liquidations by Arrangement ....- erseces 2,035 | 4,152] 7,167 
Compositions with Creditors....+.eeseeses 1,616 | 2,422; 4,809 
Total ..scccce eevcce-e 11,976 





3,651 6,574 











By the year 1873 the annual number of arrangements 
had increased by 2,117, or more than doubled, while the 
annual number of compositions had increased by 806, or 
about 50 per cent. 

Arrangements may be resolved upon by any person who 
can represent the majority of creditors at the first meeting, 
while compositions, resembling the Scotch in this one point 
only, need to be confirmed by resolutions at a second 
meeting, so that the interests of the creditor have a double 
chance of being protected; with due allowance for this 
superiority in compositions, the character of the much 

reater increase in the annual number of arrangements 
Susing a period of prosperity, and of the increase of insol- 
vency generally, may be deduced from the following table, 
which shows only too clearly the character of the increase 
in the annual number of compositions. 




















Compositions, 1870, | 1871, | 1872, | 1873. | 1874. | 1875. | 1876. 1877. | 1878, | 1879. 
| j 

Not exceeding 18, in the £.....0..ssseesesseeevesesseeons 76 | 198 | s89 | 496 | sor | ea | 739 | G10 | 75 | 1,056 
Exceeding 1s. but not exceeding 2s, 6d. . 206 464 540 562 558 610 839 | 889 | 1,146 | 1,344 
Exceeding 2s. 6d. but not exceeding 5s. . 490 702 647 702 7 790 880 | 931 | 1,150 | 1,359 
Exceeding 58, but not exceeding 7s. 6d. . 279 323 $23 319 336 326 372 | 41 | 337 
Exceeding 78. 6d. in the Lsesccreescesseessenee 495 409 413 410 S04 457 456 496 513 
Toran Compositions ....cscssssesseeseeseecsccees| 1,616 | 2,170 | 2,208 | 2,492 | 2,549 | 2,601 | 3,287 | saz | 4010 4,809 





The increase of 806 in the annual number of compositions 
which was attained in the year 1873, was wholly in the 
very worst classes, 706 being compositions between a few 
= and 2s, 6d. in the pound, and 100 just over 2s. 6d. ; 

de this there was an increase of 153 in the classes not 
exceeding 7s, 6d., compensated by a like decrease in the 





There have never been so many of these better com- 




















itions as in the first year of the Act, when probably the 
Fact that smaller compositions would do quite as was 
not yet so generally understood ; of the worse classes there 
were in the year 1879 nearly twice as many between 5s. 
and 7s. 6d. as in the year 1870 ; nearly three times as many 
between 2s. 6d. and 5s.; more than six times as many 
between Is, and 2s. 6d., and nearly fourteen times as 
many of the worst of all, vix., of compositions not ex- 
ceeding 1s, and averaging a few pence in the pound ; though 
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as may be seen by the figures, the annual increase of these 
nominal compositions was severely checked in the year 1877 
by a decision of the London Bankruptcy Court, affirmed on 
appeal, preventing the registration of resolutions in favour 
of such compositions when offered without security or any 
probability of payment, and therefore manifestly in the 
interest of the debtor, and not of the creditors. 

If the character of the increase of liquidation by arrange- 
ment through timesof prosperity and generally be estimated, 
as it fairly may be, from the above figures (with due 
allowance for the superiority of compositions), the result 
will be, as obtained by a different method in a former 
report, that the deplorable increase of insolvency under the 
present Act represents a rapid and continued increase in the 
number of persons who, without any regard to the state of 
trade, continue to get rid of their debts by paying little or 
nothing to their creditors, some compounding for a few 
pence in the pound, others “ liquidating” just enough to 
satisfy professional charges, without even a few pence in 
the pound for the creditors. 

Having regard to the state of trade during the last ten 
years, and its apparent effect on bankruptcy proper, on 
Scotch sequestrations, and on the better class of composi- 
tions, there should have been in the year 1873 about 2,700 
arrangements and compositions, instead of 6,574; and 
about 5,000 instead of nearly 12,000 in the year 1879 ; I am 
unable to suggest any reasonable causes for the excessive 
numbers attained, except the tendency of easy liquidation 
to encourage, at all times, the growth of a too-rapidly 
growing opinion that it is unnecessary, or even foolish, to 
pay debts in full, and in times of commercial prosperity a 
large amount of hazardous speculation and consequent in- 
solvency ; whatever the cause, the financial result may be 
represented as a continually increasing tax on English 
commerce, averaging during the last five years about twenty 
millions per annum from losses by bad debts, exclusively in 
the class of insolvencies which are at present dealt with 
under the English Bankruptcy Act. 

However important such an annual charge may be to 

lish commercial interests, whether directly as an item 
to be added to the cost of production and distribution, or 
indirectly as a cause of increased prices to consumers, re- 
acting in increased price of labour to producers, it is 
probably far more important as indicating an increasing 
amount of immorality and insecurity in business transac- 
tions. 

The remarkable preponderance of arrangements over 
compositions under the present Act is a distinct question, 
inasmuch as it depends very little on the inclination of 
debtors; being peculiar to the present Act it is evidently 
produced by a peculiarity of the Act—namely, that arrange- 
ments or compositions are now carried by resolution of a 
majority of the creditors at meetings, and the majority is 
commonly represented by proxies held by or in the interest 
of an agent. 

The provisions of paragraph 9 of section 125 of the Act 
render the position of a trustee who represents the majority 
of the creditors in a liquidation by arrangement singularly 
desirable; he can make his own arrangements with the 
debtor for a discharge, dispose of the funds, vote his own 
remuneration, tax his solicitor’s bill of costs or not as he 
prefers, audit his own accounts at such time and in such 
manner, and upon such terms and conditions as he thinks 
fit, and, ee grant himself a ‘release,’ discharging 
him from all liability in respect of any act done or default 
made by him as such trustee. 

The Act leaves the creditors to see to these matters ; but 
all experience under the present and former Acts proves 
that whatever is left to the creditors is, as a rule, left un- 
done, even in bankruptcy prvper 5 for example, nothing 
could be more important under the present system of elect- 
ing trustees than that they should give security, and 
section 14 of the Act provides that the creditors, “when 
they appoint a trustee, shall by resolution declare what security 
is to be given, and to whom, by the person so appointed before he 
enters on the office of trustee ;” bat General Rule 106 ex- 
plains that ‘‘ where no security is specified to be given by the 
trustee, he shall be deemed to be personally responsible, &c. ;” 
and in the last 2,500 bankruptcies security was required to 
be given by six trustees in one county court, twice by one 
person in another court, and in only six other cases in all 
the rest of England and Wales ; in London it was for some 

ears almost the invariable ice to insert the word “no” 


shall give no security ;”’ but latterly the whole resolution, 
has been as often struck out. 


the matters pry - es and 9 of sean 125, as 
‘*inapplicable” to liquidation by arrangement, i 
sae y that, through the negligence of creditors, adh 
would be the consequence of so many other im 
provisions of the Act being made inapplicable by part 9, 
Creditors are usually very uncomplaining, too much 
accustomed to consider the amount of their debts as 9 
much loss, not worth wasting time or trouble about, and 
any dividends which may be received as so much unexpected 
profit; but, notwithstanding the continually repeated answer 
that the Comptroller has no power to interfere, I have still 
frequent complaints about the non-payment of dividends in 
liquidation. oy “ fausaeed 
The only direct evidence respecting dividends in liquida.. 
tion is from the advertisements in the London Gazette, from, 
which it appears that during the first half of the present 
year not so many as 500 first dividends weredeclared payable, 
representing thatsix out of theseven liquidations pay no diyi- 
dend at all; it might no doubt be suggested that some trustees 
pay dividends, though neglecting to advertise them, but if 
would be difficult to suggest any reason for such neglect, 
which in many cases would evidently lead to gross abuses, 

As to taxation of costs in liquidation, which is strictly 
required by general rules, the returns of the taxing officers 
prove (as in former years) that the trustees practically 
ignore the rule as regards their own, and their own soligi- 
tors’ and other agents’ charges. Re 

In the year 1879 there were altogether 8,902 solicitom’ 
bills taxed on account of 11,976 liquidations by arrange 
ment and compositions ; supposing even that not more than 
500 bills were taxed in 4,809 compositions, there woull 
remain, in round numbers, 8,400 bills taxed in respect of 
7,167 arrangements, in each of which ements there 
would be the small preliminary bill of the debtor’s so 
for the cost of the debtor’s potition, leaving only 1,233 bi 
taxed, out of more than 7,000 large bills of the trustes! 
solicitors that ought to have been taxed. It is probable 
that where the debtors’ solicitor can carry the choice of the 
trustee, and continue as his solicitor, neither the bill to the 
choice nor any subsequent bill would be taxed ; allowing for 
such cases, the 8,4U0 bills taxed would include fewer of the 
preliminary bills, and consequently rather more than 1,23) 
bills of the trustees’ solicitors. 

The opinions of the London masters, and the returns from 
the several county courts, support in general the opiniams 
exp: in a memorandum appended to one of those: 
turns :—“ The trustees under liquidations never have ther 
bills taxed; they charge what they like, and do what they 
like; it is a perfect swindle with them.” 5 E geats oe 

Judging by the amount taxed off some liquidation 
that were not intended to be taxed, but were afterwand 
brought in by unforeseen occurrences, the creditors 
lose hundreds of thousands annually by this one item, from 
their own inefficiency and the untrustworthiness of the 
trustees. ‘ 

It would be impossible to exaggerate the abuses whit 
arise, and which must necessarily arise, under a syst@ 
which altogether depends on the honesty, intelligence, ant 
watchfulness of ‘liom from the carclessness with 
proxies are given to unknown persons, enabling them ® 
represent the creditors, not at one meeting and for Om 
specific purpose, but throughout the whole proceedings and 
for all the p of the Act. 

The probability of proxies being often secured. by almet 
any person who applies in time may be shown by the fact 
that canvassing for proxies in liquidation has, for at leasts 
year, and, I have reason to believe, for a much 
period, been found sufficiently profitable to be worth 
attention of a “long firm’’ of swindlers who have succes 
fully operated even in the remotest parts of England ant 
Wales, and in manner so barefaced that it would seem it 
credible to any one who was not habitually conversant-wilt 
the state of things which exists under the present 
ruptcy system. - : 

t “i aalther necessary nor desirable to mention asf 
details, but I may say that, except that the members of @ 
firm are in the habit of very frequently cha 
names and addresses, I am not aware that they have dam 
much more than is often done by professional agents of . 
certain class under their own names; they entertain, 





5 the form (38) of resolution; “ that the said 


common with other advocates of the right of 


It has been asserted, ironically, that dividends are among 
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to. do what they please with the property of debtors, a 
’ strong aversion to ‘‘officialism” and ‘‘ official interfer- 


ence,” and therefore have consistently avoided bank- 
ruptcy proper, limiting their operations exclusively to cases 
in liquidation, so that on first hearing of them, nearly a 
ear ago, I could only mention (non-officially) what I had 
eard to the registrars of the several county courts. In 
the same letter I asked of the learned registrars their 
general experience of the working of the proxy system; 
several, in reply, only mentioned their careful precautions 
to prevent improper persons obtaining the names and 
addresses of the creditors from the lists filed by the debtors, 
and I need not point out the sufficiency of that reply as 
indicating their apprehension of the mischief likely to arise 
from such persons obtaining proxies by means of that in- 
formation: but the great majority from all parts of Eng- 
land and Wales expressed their opinions in very practical 
and sometimes in very forcible terms, such as ‘‘ a source of 
scandal and abuse;’’ ‘a hotbed of mischief and extrava- 
;” “an organised system of plunder ;” “‘a scandal to 

ce and commerce,’’ &c. 

The first object of canvassing is to obtain enough proxies 
to carry liquidation by arrangement and secure the trustee- 
ship, with the common result that the creditors receive 
very much less as dividend from the trustee than they might 
have had as composition from the debtor; but every proxy 
has its money value, and a single proxy will sell for a con- 
siderable sum when needed to carry or to prevent a resolu- 
tion. 

It a s to be the regular practice in some 8 of 
England to hold what nae Knockouts,” dt narrates 
meetings of touting agents, for the purpose of arranging 
that the proxies they have collected among them shall be 
used in the interest of one of their number, but such 
arrangements are more commonly made at the first meeting 
of creditors in a liquidation, or before the registration of the 
resolutions. Stray proxies are bought from the holders, 
but where two or more agents hold each a sufficient 
number to prevent the other carrying the resolutions, 
a joint trusteeship may be agreed upon, though more 
often one becomes trustee “on the usual terms,”’ an expres- 
sion which evidently indicates a very usual transaction, and 
means, I am informed, that the trustee shall pay the other 
one-third of whatever ke can make out of the trusteeship. 

Beginning with the sale and barter of proxies, a system 
of commissions and corruption prevails through every step 
of proceedings under the Bankruptcy Act; solicitors are 
pil by the trustees they are able to appoint, either 

irectly or (in liquidation) by the trustee improperly paying 
their costs without taxation, trustees being in turn paid by 
the auctioneers they employ, and so on; the whole amount 
of these commissions necessarily coming in the end out of 
the pockets of the creditors. 

I need not explain that these remarks apply chiefly to 
the smaller class of insolvencies, and to a class, but un- 
fortunately a very numerous class, of professional agents; 
the larger insolvencies are generally placed in the hands of 
respectable solicitors and accountants, but the present 
system leaves the thousands of smaller cases to be, so to 
speak, scrambled for, and in such a scramble the most un- 
per are generally the most successful. 

any evidence were needed of the prevalence of such 
abuses, or of the strong feeling against them entertained 
by respectable accountants, it may be found in the funda- 
mental rules of the charter recently obtained by the Institute 
of Accountants in England and Wales, which at least offers 
to creditors an opportunity of selecting their trustees, if 
ill, from persons qualified by experience or education, 
amenable to rules of conduct. 

The returas of bankruptcy proper during the year 1879 
contain nothing that appears fo require especial remark, 
xcept, perhaps, that the costs in estates closed during that 
year were much greater, averaging nearly 38 per cent. of 
‘sets, than in former years, not so much from the occur- 
tence of a less number of large estates, as from a general 
increase in the rate of expenses in almost all classes of 
estates (vide Table 8, Appendix). 

' While fully admitting the merits of the Scotch bank- 
tuptcy system in its bearing on the relations of debtor and 
ereditor, as evidenced by the annual number of insolvencies, 
T have endeavoured to show in former reports that the 
Scotch method of administering the property of insolvents 


——2 
giving greater power to the creditors; the fact that, if in-- 
troduced into England, it would throw the enormous funds 


annually realized in insolvency into the hands of thousands 
of professional agents all over land and Wales, seems 
to suggest the possible origin of its recommendation, and 
that neither economy nor expedition would be likely to- 
result from its adoption. 

In the present English Bankruptcy Act and Rules, we 
have that method with some amendment, and with some 
alterations apparently intended to give the creditors, or 
their nominees, even more liberty than in Scotland; for 
example, by section 159 of the Scotch Bankruptcy Act 
the ‘‘ commissioners”’ are under the same control, and may 
be called to account for not faithfully performing the 
duties required of them by statute rule or otherwise, in 
same manner as the trustee. 

That section is reproduced almost verbatim in the 
English General Rule 251, but omitting the “commis- 
sioners,” or committee of inspection, who thereby and b 
other provisions of the English Act and Rules are mado 
wholly irresponsible; they may be either creditors, or 

ms holding proxies of creditors, and being selected by 
he same proxies as the trustee, held commonly by the 
trustee himself, they more frequently inelude the partner 
or clerks of the trustee or of his solicitor, or some other 
professional agent, than creditors who are likely to be very 
strict in their supervision; in a majority of cases the com- 
mittee of inspection, far from being of any use as a check 
on the trustee’s conduct or charges, serves chiefly to pre- 
vent official interference with them by sanctioning conduct 
and charges which would not otherwise be allowed. 

I have in former reports called attention to the large 
balance remaining in the control of trustees in bankraptcy 
and liquidation; the balance in respect of the compara- 
tively few bankruptcies amounted on 31st December, 1879, 
to over £500,000, representing probably not much more 
than one-tenth of the whole ha 








Sucieties. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held at the 
hal! of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, on 
Thursday, August 5, the following being present, viz., Mr. 
Tylee, chairman, and Messrs. Boodle, Burges, Desborough, 
Lucas, Sidvey Smith, and A. B. Carpenter, secretary, a 
grant of £50 was made to a member, the thanks of the- 
directors were voted to the late Legal Practitioners’ Society 
for a donation of £18 18s. 10d., and the ordinary general 
business was transacted. 





Sree 





Appointments, Etc. 


Mr. Witu1AmM Henry Lions Cox, barrister, has been 
appointed a Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of the 
Mauritius, in succession to Mr. Heary ‘‘homas Wrendfords. 
ley, who has been appointed Chief Justice of Westera 
Australia, Mr. Cox was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple in Hilary Term, 1866, and has been for some time 
substitute procureur for the Mauritius. 

Mr. Nicnotas Hanwart, solicitor (of the firm of Han- 
hart & Gillman), of 20, Southampton-street, Bioomsbury- 
square, has been appointed a Commissioner to admiuister 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, 


Mr. A. ALExanpgr Tuomas Macnaan, of the Civil 
Service, has been appointed a Puisne Judge of the Hi 
Court of Judicature at Calcutta, in the place of Mr, 
William Ainslie, resigned. 

Mr. Wittram Wooprrve Marks, solicitor, of Wak 

has been elected Clerk of Prosecutions to the Li 

Town Council. Mr. Marks is the son of Mr. John Capuer 
ahd Wakefield, and he was admitted a solicitor in 
1878. 





‘Was altogether erroneously recommended to the lish 
Commercial classes as economical and expeditious, and as 
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Companies. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Jornt Stock ComPantss, 
Lu«rrep rn CHANCERY. 

Loyxetox Hatt Horet Company, Liurrep.—The M.R. has, by an 
order dated Mar 20, appointed Henry Kendrick, Tokenhouse yd, 
to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before Sept 
1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims to the above. Oct 26 at 12 is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Wiveviscompe State Company, Lruirep.—Petition for winding 
up presented July 27, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on 
Nov 5, Newman and Co, Cornhill, solicitors for the petitioners 

[ Gazette, July 30.] 

Crarx’s WacGon Works, Liurrep.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Sept 30, to send their names and addresses and the particu- 
lars of their debts and claims, to John Unwin Wing, Prideaux 
chambers, Sheffield. Oct 27 at 12 is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the said debts and claims 

Impsriant Hypropatuic Institution, Limirep.—By an order made 
by the M.R., dated July 24, it was ordered that the institution be 
wound up. Sykes, St Swithin’s lane, for Watson and Dickons, 
Bradford, solicitors for the petitioner 

Osxuam Coxvrerres Company, Limitep.—By an order made 
by the M.R., dated July 24, it was ordered that the company be 
wound up. Denton and Co, Gray’s inn sq, solicitors for the peti- 
tioners 

Lonxpon Woop Pavement Company, Limirgp.—By an order made 
by Bacon, V.C., dated July 21, it was ordered that the company 
be wound up. Beal and De Soyres, Regent st, solicitors for the 


petitioner 
[ Gazette, Aug 3.] 
County PALATINE oF LANCASTER. 

Dowatp MAcxtntoss anp Company, Limirep.—By an order made 
by the V.C. dated July 26. it was ordered that the above company 
be wound up. Mather, Liverpool, solicitor for the petitioners 

[ Gazette, July 30.] 
Frtenpiy Socretres Dissoiven, 

Ertonw Femite Frrenpiy Society, National Schoolroom, Etton, 
York. July 28 

Farenpty Society, Blue Bell Inn, Easton-Stamford, Northampton. 


July 28 
[ Gazette, Jvly 30.] 





Obituary. 


MR. JUSTICE LUTWYCHE. 


Mr. Alfred John Peter Lutwyche, senior puisne judge of 
the Supreme Court of the colony of Queensland, died recently 
at Brisbane at-the age of seventy. Mr. Justice Lutwyche was 
born in 1810, and was educated at Queen’s College, Oxford, 
where he graduated second class in Litere Humaniores in 
1832. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 

Easter Term, 1840, and formerly practised on the Oxford 
Circuit, and at the Staffordshire and Worcestershire Sessions, 
After several years’ practice in England he emigrated to 
Australia, and was called to the bar at Sydney. In 1860, 
shortly after the formation of the colony of Queensland, he 
Wes appointed puisne judge of the Supreme Court of that 
colony, and he was also judge in bankruptcy. 


HON. GREVILLE THEOPHILUS HOWARD. 
The Hon. Greville Theophilus Howard, barrister, died at 
-Castle Rising, Norfolk, on the 28th ult. Mr. Howard was 
the second son of the seventeenth Earl of Suffolk, and was 
horn in 1836. He was educated at Christ Church, Oxford, 
where he graduated third class in law and modern history in 
1859, and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
“Michaelmas Term, 1863. Mr. Howard was formerly a 
member of the Western Circuit, and was for a short time a 
revising barrister. He was for several years one of the Com- 
missioners of Lunacy, but resigned the post about two years 
ago. He was married to Lady Audrey Townshend, davghter 
. the fourth Marquis Townshend, and he leaves three chil- 
en. 


MR. JAMES CHARLES COFFEY, Q.C. 


Mr. James Charles Coffey, Q.C., died at Dublin a few 
days ago. Mr. Coffey was in 1816, and was called to 
“the bar in Ireland in 1843. He practised for several years 
on the Munster Circuit, and became a Queen’s Counsel in 
1864. In the early part of his career he was extensively 
engaged in journalism as an adberent of the Whig party, 





and he became well known as a contributor to the Monitor 
where he was involved in an active written controversy with 
Daniel O’Connell. Mr. Coffey was for many years co 
court judge and chairman of quarter sessions for the county 
of Londonderry. He was also a magistrate for the county 
of Leitrim and city of Dublin. 





Solicitors’ Gases. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Queen’s Bencu Division. 
(Before Cocksurn, L.C.J., and Hawkuns, J.) 
Jaly 29.—Jn the matter of a Solicitor. 

Murray said in this case the rule had been obtained 
on behalf of the Incorporated Law Society calling upog 
the solicitor in question to answer the matters of ay 
affidavit. A sum of £40 had been given to him by a client 
for the express purpose of settling ar action on certaig 
terms. In the result the plaintiff in that action had refused 
to agree to the terms proposed by the defendant, the client 
of the solicitor in question. Of this the client had not beey 
advised, and he had indeed first become aware of it whey 
judgment had been obtained against him by default ang 
the sheriff's officer had come to his house to levy for the 
amount of the debt and costs. When the case came befor 
the court a week ago all attempt to rely upon a lien, whigh 
the solicitor alleged he had on the £40 for his costs, way 
abandoned, and he was ordered to pay the £40 to ths 
client at once. This he had failed to do. & 
The solicitor, who appeared in person, said he had bee, 
unable to pay the money ; but assured the court that he 
would do so if time were given him. 4 
The Court made an order for its payment within thre 
weeks. —TZ ines, ’ 


oe 


+ 





IRISH HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Cuancery Division. 
(Before the Lorp Cuancetxor of Ireland.) 
In re Hoey. ; 
Robertson applied that Mr. Charles Hoey might be t 
liberty to present himself for final examination on the 1st d 
next October, preliminary to his admission on the rvllt 
notwithstanding that he had only served one out of fi 
years’ apprenticeship under his indentures, dated the 10th 
July, 1879. It appeared that in 1867 Mr. Hoey was_ bow 
by indenture for the usual term of five years to M 
David Fitzgerald (now deceased) and Thomas Fitzgerald, | 
St. Andrew-street, solicitors. After serving four years under 
indentures, be, in 1871, leftthe office of the Messrs. Fitz, 
and devoted himself entirely to assisting his father in the com 
duct of his business, whcih was also that of a solicitor. On the 
death of his father in 1879, desiring to resume and complet 
his apprenticeship under the original indentures of 1867, a@ 
application was made on his behalf to Lord Chancellor 
for liberty to transfer these indentures from David 
Thomas Fitzgerald (the former having died in 1876) 
Thomas Fitzgerald, who, after the death of his brother Davi 
continued the business in his sole name. On the occasion # 
that application, the Law Society objected that such transi 
could not be made, as the term of service under the inded. 
tares had expired in 1872, Lord Chancellor Ball yi 
to the objection, but suggested that the proper course if 
Mr. Hoey to pursue was to enter into new indentures ! 
five years’ apprenticeship to Mr. Thomas Fitzgerald, and 
the end of one years’ service to apply to the court to 
the remaining four years, in consideration of his ha 
served from 1867 to 1871 under the original in 
This suggestion was acted on, and the one year having & 
pired on the 10th of the preseut month, the present moti 
wetness bel ition to th ti 
ere being no opposition to the motion, 
The Loxp RANCRLLOR, after reading the 40th section @ 
the Solicitors Act, made the order sought, cheers : 
the clause in question reserved all exist ng powers bi 
t to dispensing with any part of the time of service, 8 
he was acting in the spirit of his predecessor's 
tion. 
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Election BWetitions. 


OXFORD, 


August 4.—Lvsu, J., in delivering judgment, pees 
that the respondent, Mr. Hall, was not duly elected, sai 
that the election accounts on both sides, and the evidence of 
the witnesses who had been examined, led them to the con- 
dusion that the practices which they had had to observe 
at Boston of employing at elections a number of voters 
under the names of clerks and messengers were largely re- 
gorted to, and the same question arose in that case which 
they had to decide now—namely, in the first place, what 
object had the respondent’s agents in view in employing 
this large number of persuns—was their purpose innocent 
orcorrupt? And, secondly, if it was a corrupt one within 
the meaning of the statute, then they had to consider 
whether it was carried on on so large a scale as to justify 
them in reporting that corrupt practices did extensively 
prevail, or that they had reason to believe that they did, at 
the election. The agaregate of persons employed by the 
respondent, as shown by the returns, was 355; and those 
employed by the Liberal candidate, 389. How many of 
these 744 persons who were employed on both sides were 
voters? Mr. Day asserted in his opening speech that five- 
sixths of the whole number employed by the respondent 


were voters. Mr. Matthews did not attempt to 
deny this statement, but justified it on the 
d that out of 30,000 inhabitants, of whom 


6,166 were on the register, if was difficult to find an 
adult fit to be employed who was a non-voter, and he stated 
that both parties did the same, and were for the same reason 
compelled to do so, and this again passed without contradic- 
tion on the other side. They felt, therefore, they were justi- 
fied in assuming that a number not far short of 600 voters 
were paid for services, real or fictitious, on the day of the 
ing, and perhaps many of them for some days previously. 
object in employing these men must have been to 
violate the law in one particular at least, for a paid voter was 
opty from voting ; and if these men had been taken 

d fide their votes would have been all lost to the party 
in whose behalf they were employed. They were by no 
means satisfied that there was not much more corruption 
than was disclosed by the evidence and the documents, and 
they felt bound to report that corrupt practices, they had 
reason to believe, did extensively prevail. The employment 
of so large a number of voters was, at all events, as to 
many of them, in their opinion colourable employment, 
anda mere pretext for paying them for their votes. They 
had now to declare and report to the Speaker that the re- 
spondent was not duly elected on account of bribery by his 
agents. They must also report that they had reason to 
believe that corrupt practices had extensively prevailed at 
the election to which the petition related, and they must 

rt the names of the persons who had been proved 
before them to have been guilty of these practices. The cost 
of the petition would follow the result. 

Manisty, J., in concurring, said this case afforded 
another of the many instances which had of late come before 
tection judges of the consequences which resulted from the 
vicious system now in common use of conducting elections 
by means of a large staff of paid messengers, clerks, canvas- 
sers, and such like, composed chiefly of voters. It was not 
only a system fraught with danger to the candidates, but it 
was one, as had been proved over and over again, by which 
needy and illiterate voters were demoralized, and elections 
gained by small majorities. It was in vain for candidates 

nally to use their best endeavours to gain their election 
pure ard lawful means so long as this system was 
ed to be resorted to. The careful consideration of 

the evidence which had been laid before them during their 
Present long circuit had led him to the conclusion that 
While the Ballot Act bad toa great extent done away with 
What might be called the simple evil of undue influence, it 
created a compound evil of a worse kind. Under the 
old system of open voting a man who took a bribe could 
Starcely avoid voting according to his promise. Now, 
speaking from what bad come out in evidence before them, 
Many a man who had been bribed, and expressly or impliedly 
a vote for a particular candidate, had in the end 

en his promise. He made these observations in the 
hope that when the subject of corrupt practices at elections 





again came before Parliament, as it soon must, some stringent 
law would be passed to prohibit candidates from can 

or conducting an election by paid agents, unless it was by a 
limited number, according to the extent of every 

ency, whose names should be sent in to the returning-officer 
before the election, and who should not be permitted to vote, 
and for prohibiting the employment by candidates and their- 

ents of any paid voters for any purpose whatever in every 

election except the agents to whom he had alluded. 








Leqislattow of the Week. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JULY 29.—BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 


Industrial Schools Acts Amendment, Merchant Seamen 
(Payment of Wages), Wild Birds Protection, Merchant 
Shipping Act (1854) Amendment (passed through Come- 


mittee). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Brius.—Rochester Corporation, Banbury and 
Cheltenham Direct Railway, Dagenhant and District~ 
Farmers (Optional) Sewage Utilization, 

South-Western District of London Post-office Turnpike - 
Acts Continuance. 


JULY 30.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Brits.—Glenariff Railway and Pier, South- 
Eastern Railway, Cathcart District Railway. 


BILI. IN COMMITTEE. 
Metropolis Improvement Schemes Modification Pro- 
visional Order. 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitis.—Dartford Gas, Industrial Schools Acts 
Amendment, Merchant Seamen (Payment of Wages, &c.), 
Merchant Shipping Act (1854) Amendment. 


AUG. 2.—ROYAL COMMISSION. 

The Royal assent was given by commission to the following 
Bille:—Statutes (Definition of Time), Great Seal, Universi- 
ties of Oxford and Cambridge (Limited Tenures), Annual 
Turnpikes Acts Continuance, Births and Deaths Registra 
tion (Ireland), Relief of Distress (Ireland), Industrial 
Schools Acts Amendment, Merchant Seamen (Payment of 
Wages and Rating), Revenue Offices (Scotland) Holidays, . 
Merchant Shipping Act (1854) Amendment, ie 
ame Provisional Order Confirmation, Land i 

upplemental, Local Government Boards Provisional 
Orders Confirmation (Alnwick Union, &c.), Local Govern- 
ment Boards Provisional Orders Confirmation (Kingston- 
upon-Hull, &c.), Pier and Harbour Orders Confirmation, 
Local Government Boards Provisional Orders Con- 
firmation (Aberavon, &c.), Enclosure (Henley Bank) 
Provisional Order Confirmation, Enclosure (Steventon 
Provisional Order Confirmation, Enclosure (Lian- 
degley Rhos) Provisional Order Confirmation, Eaclosure 





and Regulation (Lazard Provisional Orders 
Confirmation, Lanark Water Supply Confirmatior, 


Blantyre Water Supply Confirmation, Local Government 
Boards Provisional Order Confirmation (Poor-Law No. 2) 

South-Western (of London) District Post-office, Cork Im- 

provement, London Gas-Light, North Metropolitan Tram- 
ways, Kent and Sussex Rother Levels, Huddersfield Im- 
provement, Portmadoc Water, Northampton Street Tram- 
ways, Yeadon and Guiseley Gas, Great Yarmouth Water- 
works, Devon and Cornwall Railway, Ballymena, Cushen- 
dall, and Redbury Railway, Metropolitan District Railway, 
Romford Canal, Rathmines and Rathgar (Milltown Exter- 
sion), Sligo Boroughs Improvement (Revival of Powers),. 
Great Western and Monmouthshire Railway Companies’ 
Amalgamation, Hunt's Patent, Manchester Carriage and 
Tramways Company, Ackworth, Featherstone, Puleston,. 
and Sharlston Gas, Maidstone Gas, Reading Gas, Dearne 
Valley Waterworks, Hundred of Hoo Railway (Extension), 
Preston Improvement, Rochester City Improvement 
British Gas Light Company (Limited), Staffordchire (Pot- 
teries), Williamson’s Patent, Dartford Gas, Caledonian 
Railway (Guaranteed Annuities Stock), Bristol Channel 
Pilotage (Cardiff), Hull (Corporation) Electric Lighting, 
Liverpool Tramways, Wigan Improvement, Beverley, . 
Burnston Drainage, and Highland, Dingwall, and Skye. 
Railway Companies Amalgamation. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


JULY 29.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bitt.—Mnirhead’s Patent. 


BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Brt1.—Beverley and Barmston Drainage. 


JULY 30.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME, 
Hares and Rabbits. 


AUGUST 2.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Elementary Education, Metropolitan Board of Works 
{Money), Exchequer Bonds and Bills, Railway Construc- 
~tion Facilities Act Amendment. 


BILL IN COMMITTEE, 
Spirits (passed through Committee). 
AUG. 3.—BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 
Employers’ Liability (Clause 1), Epping Forest. 
BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitt.-—-Woodside and South Croydon Railway. 


BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 
Bill to provide for the Registration and Organization of 
“Teachers (Sir J. Lubbock). 
Bill to Continue various Expiring Laws (Mr. John 
‘Holms). 
AUG. 4.—BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 
Employers’ Liability (clauses 1—2), Exchequer Bonds 
and Bills, Metropolitan Board of Works (Money) (passed 
through Committee), 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Brris.—Liverpool and Birkenhead Subway, 
Posen’s Naturalization, Wytham River Outfall Improvement. 
BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bill to provide a Remedy by Law for Married Women 
against their Husbanda neglecting or refusing to maintain 
and educate their Children (Mr. Hopwood). 








Zeqal Pews. 


At Lichfield, on Friday, the hearing of the case against 
Mr. Arthur Barnes, solicitor, Lichfield, for having acted as 
agent to Sir John Swinburne in the election, he being under- 
sheriff, and acting as returning officer, was concluded. The 
magistrates did not think agency sufficiently proved, ana the 


summons was dismissed. It was stated by the prosecution 
that a bill of indictment would be preferred against the 
defendant at quarter sessions. 

In State v. Smith (Iowa Supreme Court, Northw. Rep, 
153), it was held, says the Albany Law Journal, in a prosecu- 
tion for bastardy, not to be error to allow the alleged 
bastard child, two years old or more, to be exhibited to the 
jury, and permit them to determine as to the family resem- 
blance between such child and the alleged putative father. 
Statements of counsel calling attention to certain alleged 
points of resemblance beld, if erroneous, to be without pre- 
judice. The statement of counsel was as follows: ‘‘I only 
wish to call the attention of the jury to what anyone can see 
plainly, with half an eye, that the eyes of this exhibit (the 
child) are hooked, and that also the eyes of the defendant 
are hooked, and that the eyes of Reka Helm are not.” The 
court said: “ The defendant claims that any resemblance, if 
it should be thought to exist between such a child and a 
man alleged to be its father, is too unreliable to constitate 
legal eviderce of the alleged paternity. Itis a well-known 
fact that resemblances often exist between persons who are 
not related, and are wanting between persons who are. Still, 
what is called family resemblance is sometimes so marked as 
searcely to admit of a mistake. We are of the opinion, 
therefore, that a child of the proper age may be exhibited to 
a jury as evidence of alleged paternity.” 

Messrs. Peacock & Goddard write to the Times on the 
present block of business in the Lunacy Office. They say :— 
A simple order that in the Chancery Division can be 
drawn up and acted upon, and money taken out of court in 
a fortnight, takes many months to get through in the Lunacy 
Office. It is now over three months since we obtained the 
master’s order to raise a small sum for repairs to buildings 

out of a fund in court. The buildings bave been begun and 








the builder wants his money, but we are told that the order 
cannot be given out before November, though a % 
would take but a couple of hours to draw up. We do not 
cast the least reflection upon the officials, who are most 
courteous, and who work early and late in the hope of 
keeping down increasing arrears, but what we do say is that 
inasmuch as within the last twenty-five or thirty years the 
business of the Lunacy Office has unhappily increased three. 
fold, it is absurd to suppose that the existing staff, which ig 
about the same now as it was thev, can be expected to get 
through the work. Representations made to the Lor 
Chancellor on the subject seem to have no effect, and 
solicitors are blamed for delays over which they have no 
sort of control, The remedy is a simple one. Let the 
practice of the Lunacy Office be assimilated to that of the 
Chancery Chambers, with an efficient staff, and the present’ 
arrears, which are in some instances really operating aga 
denial of justice, will speedily disappear. ve 
The Postmaster-General, on the 29th ult., received 
deputation composed of members of Parliament, and wiany 
representatives of banks, mercantile houses, the Stock” 
Exchange, and of the legal and other professions, who 
waited upon the right hon. gentleman in order to urge the 
adoption of a system by which receipts would, for ian 


es get ||. 


| 


GEREEETEE| 


charge, be given at post-offices as proof that le a 


telegrams, or pattern’ parcels, &c., had been duly , Ne 
Dr. Cameron, M.P., after introducing the depu ‘a ony 


explained the system by which Mr. A. Clifford-Eskell pro. 
posed that proof of posting should be obtainable, and samples 
of the receipt forms it was suggested that the Post Office 
should sell were exhibited. These were in smal! books which 
might be sold at the rate of 34d. for a book containing one 
dozen receipt forms, or “ posting proofs.” A person ee, 


to obtain proof that a letter, for instance, had been 

would fill up one of the receipt forms with an exact copy 
the address on the letter. The messenger intrasted with 
the posting of the letter would merely present this receipt 
form with the letter to the clerk at the post-office coun’ 
who, after comparing the two in order to see that the address. 
was correctly copied, would with a blow of a stamper put a 
mark on the receipt which would show at what office and on 
what day the letter was posted. Mr. Clifford-Eskell con- 
tended that the experiment which had been tried at Liver. 
pool, Bath, and Birmingham with “ certificates of posting of 
unregistered letters’? had failed mainly because in” 
the first place the charge for each receipt—a 
half-penny—was too high, and, secondly, sufficient 
notice and explanation had not been given of the ad- 
vantages the system offered to the public. Mr 
Fawcett said from the consideration of a 
prepared estimates he had formed an opinion that 
scheme would not be remunerative if only a farthing were 
charged for each receipt. The adoption of the scheme ats 
farthing rate would, he believed, be tantamount to asking 
for a grant of money from the public funds for the benefit 
of those persons who wanted to obtain receipts for their 


Spfas? perzers— _ | 





letters, and, as he had told a deputation of gentlemen who Credit 
had called upon him with reference to telegrams the other 
day, he would never be a party to any section of the publi” Dicker, J 
receiving a benefit at less than the cost of production ab %. Pe 
the charge of the general community. He could not, there _ 
fore, give his consent to an attempt to carry out this scheme 
at the farthing rate. He was, however, willing to give the Bower, § 
scheme another trial, on the conditions he would name. — on” 
Those were that the scheme should come into operation ab Taylor 
tte halfpenny rate cn the let of January next in Glasgow, Se 
Ifit failed, it could not, of course, be extended, but if it Pet Jul 
met with only a portion of the success anticipated by the 
promoters he should be very glad to have been in any way Credit 
the means !of bringing within reach of the public any 
advantages they desired that department to supply. Swi, 3 
= 
we uw 
Jones, Jc 


if 


Ff 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
August 11.—Mr. Vincox Bucxianp, at the Mart, at 1 ford” 
p.m., Freehold Property (see advertisement, this week p. 4), 
August 11,.—Mesers. Harvey & Davins, at the Mart, at 2 p.tty 
Freehold Property (see advertisement, July 2, p. 6). = 
August 11.—Mr. E. Jackson, at the Mart, at 2p.m., Leasehold 
states (see advertisement, July 24, p. 6). 
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11.—Mesere. ere: Taret, Watney &Co., at the 
at 2 p.m., Freehold Properties (see advertisement, this 
i =P 4). 
Angust 11.—Mes sre. Epwin Fox & Bovusrrexp, at the Mart, 
: nes eee 
adverticement, this week, p. 4). 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
August 5, 1880 
BAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways, 








Stoek| Caledon 
Seock, omg ‘and South-Western ........ 
Bonk | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock scocsscosesesseees 
stock! Great Northern senees 
Do., A Stock* 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Irelcnd ..,, 
Great Western—Original .....0.....0ereseesseee 
Lancashire and Yorkshire .. 
London, Brighton, and South _ 
London, Chatham, and Dover ... 
stock} London and North-Western .......... 
London and South Western .....4 «+ eee 
Stock) Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ......... 
Sock; Metropolitan 
Do., District 
Midland 
stock) North British 
North Eastern 
North London 
North Staffordshire .... 
Stock! South Devon 
South-Eastern 


























ee 





132} 











* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent, has been paid to B. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


MARRIAG 
Dats—TReveLyaAN.—On July 3, a St. Mary’s, Hamilton- 
terrace, N.W., Wellington Dale, solicitor, of Helston and 
Penzance, to Louisa Harrison. arrison, daughter of Colonel Harrington 
Astley Trevelyan, late 7th Hussars. 
Ds ert Nome. On August 3, at the British Em- 
bassy, Paris, James Hermann de Ricci, Chancellor, Chief 
Justice, and President of the Legislative Council of the 
Bahamas, to Heléne, daughter of Mons, E. L. Montefiore. 


DEATHS. 
Bury.—On July 31, at 26, Weatbourne-square, Edward Bury, 
of the Middle Temple, and of Lincoln’ s-inn, barrister-at-law, 


aged 59. 

Correy.—On Jul 31, at Sea Point, near Dublin, James 
Charles Coffey, Q.C., late county court judge for the county 
of a 











LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bantrupts, 
Fripay, July 30, 1880, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Dicker, John W Throgmorton st, Advertisin mt. 
%. = Aug'11 at . ese 
y, Charles & Queen Victoria st, Agent. 
Pepys. Aug 10 at 
‘To ieninaien' in the Count: 
Se Samuel, , Derby, Pawnbroker. Pet quip ‘36. Weller. Derby, 
at 
, James, Forest Hill, cot, Engineer. Pet July 20. Pitt- 
Taylor. Greenwich, Aug 13 at er . 
= Thomas, Ashton-in- Mackerfield, Lancaster, Grocer. 
Pet July 26. Hope. Wigan, Aug 17 at 11 
Turspay, Aug. 3, 1880. 
Under the Bankruptey Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in the Country 
aie, John, Sutton, Lancaster, Builder. Pet July 31. Bellringer. 


Ged W. , Aug 16 at 12 

William Henry, Elland, York, Woollen Mannfacturer. 
gre daly 8. Rankin. Halifax, "ang 19 at 11 

Dowlais, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. Pet July 20. Scale. 


Tawi It Bigcbat ae ia wytach, Radnor, F 

iza ande or, Farmer. Pet July 20. 

~ Cw Hereford, Aug 25 at 1 , ¥ 

tei Th omas, Llandewyfach, Radnor, Farmer. Pet July 29. 
un, Hereford, Aug 25 at 1 

= ent "house, Hillingdon. Pet July 31. Darvill. 

e 


Phillips, Francis, Cwmbach, Glamorgan, Colliery Proprietor, Pet 

July 31. Howell, Aberdare, Aug 17 at 11 red 

Rowell, Joseph Daniel, Fisherton, nr Salisbury, Licensed Victualler. 
uly 31 Wilson. Salisbury, Aug 18 at 12 


Pet J uly 
Pet July 26. 





wee men 


Ppirenheed, Aug eat 1030 Pet July 30. Williams. 


Ri 8 Pet J 
Gaiten hag loti. York, Surgeon. uly 29. Rankin. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frimay, July 30, 1880. 
Austin, James, Shavington-cum-Gresty, Chester, Grocer. July 21 


Tuzspay, Aug, = +— 
Beinal, Ji h, Essex rd, eral, ans, 
Detmold, Edward, Wyathan, Dunets = 21 
Murphy, George W: Bedford, * Batchelor of Medi- 
cine. July 20 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Frmay, July 30, 1880, 
Adams, —— ae, Lancaster, Coal oe ag Aug 11 at3 
at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Hampson, 
pene A, pee 
Amer, Richard Suitt, Doynton, Gloucester, out of business. Aug 11 
“ 12 at offices of Triggs, Broad st, Bristol. Meade and Co, Bris- 


A William, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Beer Retailer. Aug 10 at 
10 at offices of Smith, Corn Exchange, Cheltenham 

Atherton, Richard, Wigan, Lancaster, Shopkeeper. Aug 17 at 11 at 
offices of Stuart, King ee 

Austin, Albert, Leeds, Hay er. Aug 12 at 3 at offices of Tempest 
and Hewson, Albion st, Leeds. Turner and Hewson, Leeds 

Barr, James, Market ter, Clapton pk, Provision Dealer. Ang 11 at3 

at 40, Southampton bldgs, Holborn. Cooper, Chancery lane 

Barreti, Thomas Jones, Manchester, Leather Merchant. Ang 16 at 
—_ the City Hotel, Long Millgate, Manchester.,,Walley, Man- 
cheste 

Beddard, Joshua John, Kingswinford, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Aug 11 at 3 at offices of Waldron, High st, Brierley hill 

Bligh, Joseph, Northampton, Currier. Aug 13 at 3 at offices of Shoo- 
smith, Newland 

Bourne, Arthur, Wellingborough, oma Grindery Dealer, 
Aug 13 at 11 at offices of Sharman Jackson, Oxford st, 
Wellingborough 

Bowen, Charles, Pontypool, Contractor. Ang 16 at 2 at offices of 
Evans, Club chambers, Pontypool. Williams and Co, Newport 

Brock, hae gee ange Somerset, Carpenter. Aug 13 at Il at 
offices of Nicholas, Corn st, Bristol 

Burnill, John, Wakefield, York. Fishmonger. Aug 11 at 3 at offices 
of Lodge, Wood st, Wakefield 

Burrows, Alfred, Stradbroke, Salop, Watchmaker. Ang 25 at 
2 ih the Three Horse Shoes Inn, Castlest, Bye. Pollard, Ips 


Camden, Alfred, Long lane, Bermondsey, Undertaker. Aug 
at 2 at offices of Lewis, Chancery lane. Abbot, Blacks 
friars road 

Charles, Clement, Bulwell, Nottingham, Hatter. Aug 16 at 12 
at offices of Brittle, St Peter's chambers, St. Peter’s gate, Not- 
tingham 

Clarke, Edward Arthur William, Wrentham, Suffolk, Grocer- 
Aug 12 at 12 at offices of Dowsett, Hall Quay chmbrs, Great Yar- 
mouth 

Cooper, Thomas, Winslow, Buckingtam, out of business. Aug 14 at 
11 at the White Hart Hotel, Buckingham. Kilby and Mace, Ban- 
bury 

Cotton, Geor, ne Henry, Slaithwaite, York, Joiner. Aug ll at i 
at offices of Sykes and Son, Market st, Huddersfield - 

Coulson, Thomas , and Robert Marshall, Leeds, Builders, Aug 10 at 
3 at offices of Brooke, Bond st, 

Davies, George, Clifton, Manchester, Greengrocer. Aug 12 at 3at 
offices of Riley and Cook, Hardshaw st, St Helens 

Davis, Charles, Hinton Charterhouse, Somerset, Baker. Aug 14 
at 12.30 at the Angel Hotel, Westgate st, Bath Sparkes 

Dermer, Thomas, Wood st, Warehouseman. Aug 19 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Saxelby and Faulkner, Iron 
monger lane 

Derrick, James, Moreton-street, Pimlico, Provision Merchant. Aug 
11 at 2 at offices of Harcourt, Moorgate st 

Dowden, Charles Baker, Cullum st, India Merchant. Aug 18 
at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Michael, Great - 
chester st 

Duncan, David Grant, Jarrow, Durham, Grocer. Aug 11 at 3 at 
the Traders’ Association, Grainger st Ww est, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Richardson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Edmonds, William, Chipping oan Bucks, Farmer. Aug 12 
a 4 the Great Western Paddington. Rawson, Great 


"nak John, William Nunweek, William ys and Noah Moore, 
oe Re be pe a Makers. Aug u at 2.30 at offices —- 
1 and Co, Devonshire st, Kei Y 
neti G. Gears Middlesborough, Builder. Aug l0at11 at offices of 
Jackson and enatotis Albert rd, Middlesbo: 


Bvege, 2g, & Farmer, Aug 16 at 2 at 
of lava, A tion on Lam ” 


Fiedler, Edward, Milk st, East Indian Merchant. Ang 9 at 3 at 
offices of Cramp, Budge row, Cannon st 

Fleetwood, William Swayne, Seaton, De Devon, out of business, Aug 
13 at 3 at the Pole Arms Hotel, Seaton. Wilton, Colyton 

Fletcher, Robert, Rowley Regis, Stafford, Aug 1 at 12 
at offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

Flockton, George, Leeds, Picture Manufacturer, Aug 11 at 
11 at offices oF d Jenkinson, Albion st, Leeds 

Forster, Alfred, Ok Buekenham, Norfolk, i Aug ll at 3 at 
offices of Sada and —— Theatre st, Norwi 

Foster, Thomas, Rock F Cnesbine Coal Dealer. Aug 17 at 3 at 
offices of Leeming, Denese oh Birkenhead, Hannan and Pugh, 
Birkenhead 

Francis, David, Cadoxton, Glamorgan, Grocer. 
offices of Leyson and Jones, Fisher st, Swansea 





Aug 12 at 12 at 
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Freeman, Walter, Gloucester, out of business. Aug 9 at 12 at offices 
of Haines, Westgate chambers, Berkeley st, Gloucester 
Golding, Frederick Nassau, Abercorn pl, St John’s Wood, Gent. 
Aug 20 at 12 at offices of Whitakers and Woolbert, Lincolns’-inn- 
fields 
Hall, Nathaniel, Glodwick-in-Oldham, Lancashire, Labourer. Aug 
12 at 3 at the Coach and Horses Inn, Church lane, Oldham, Buck- 
ley and Mallinson, Oldham 
Hamer, Mary Ann, Birmingham, Confectioner. Aug 12 at 3 at offices 
of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Harrison, William James, Birmingham, Rule Manufacturer. Aug 
12 at 11 at offices of Pointon, Temple row, West Birmingham 
Heslop, Charles, Darlington, Durham, Fishmonger. Aug 12 at 10.30 
at offices of Barron, High row, Darlington 
Hill, William, Great St Thomas Apostle, Commission Agent. Aug 
9 at 2 at offices of Fisher, Finsbury pavement 
Hiscock, Thomas John, Greenwich, Builder. Aug 4 at 3.15 at offices 
of Bristow and Shepherd, Cannon st 
Hocknell, Samuel Clee, Bristol, Tea Merchant. 
of Clifton and Carter, Broad st. Bristol 
Hughes, Susan, Strand, China Dealer. Aug 11 et 3 at offices of 
Hicks and Arnold, Wellington st, Strand 
Johnston, Thomas, Carlisle, Licensed Victualler, Aug 9 at 3 at 
3, Carruthers ct, Scotch st, Carlisle. Wannop 
Jones, Edward Yates, Mare st, Hackney, Coach Builder. Aug 19 at 
11 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. 
Fulcher, Mare st, Hackney 
Jones, Richard, Abererch, Carnarvon, Nurseryman. 
the Queen Hotel, Chester. Breese and Co, Pwilheli 
Jones, William Mycock, Manchester, Strapping Manufacturer. Aug 
16 at 3 at the City Hotel, Long Millgate, Manchester. Walley, 
Manchester 
Jordan, Henry William, Eyre st hill, Holborn, Baker. Aug 7 at 10 
at Ridler’s Hotel, Holborn. Hope, Bell yard, Royal courts 
King, William, Southampton, Hotel Keeper. Aug 6at 3 at offices of 
Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 
Kitchen, Edmund, Bolton, Lancaster, Grocer. Aug 10 at 3 at the 
Angel Hotel, Dale st, Liverpool. Rutter and Finney, Bolton 
Knight, Ambrose, Kingswinford, Stafford, Nurseryman. Aug 12 at 
11 at offices of Whitehouse, Castle st, Dudley 
Laughton, David, Leytonstone, Essex, Draper. Aug 16 at 3 at offices 
of Keene and Co, Mark lane 
Lawson, Robert, Bradford, York, out of business. 
offices of Cox, Bridge st, Bradford 
Lees, Frederick, Manchester, Baker. 
Arms Hotel, Spring gardens, Mannchester. 
chester 
Lewis, Henry Abraham, Ipswich, Innholder. Aug 11 at 11 at offices 
of Mills, Elm st, Ipswich 
Lovatt, Edwin, Worleston, Chester, Licensed Victualler. Aug 19 
at 3 at the Lamb Hotel, Nantwich. Brooke, Nantwich 
Lyon, John Holmes, Greenwich, Builder. Aug 4 at 3.30 at offices of 
Bristow and Shepherd, Cannon st 
Marshall, William, Keymer, Sussex. 
wick, New rd. Brighton 
Martin, John, Maidstone, Tobacconist. Aug 14 at 2 at offices of Nor- 
ton and Son, Earl st, Maidstone 
Matthews, William Henry, Salisbury, Wilts, Hotel Keeper. Aug 16 
at 3 at offices of Cobb and Smith, the Canal, Salisbury 
Metcalfe, Abraham, West Hartlepool, Grocer. Aug 13 at 3 at offices 
of Bell and Son, Church st, West Hartlepool 
Metcalfe, = James, Sculeoates, Kingston-upon-Hull, Innkeeper. 
Aug . . 12 at offices of Wells and Co, Whitefriargate, Kingston- 
upon-Hu 
Moseley, Henry Philip, Neath, Glamorgan, Upholsterer. Aug 13 at 
11 at offices. of Davies, Neath 
Moxon, William, Parkgate, near Rotherham, York, Grocer. 
Aug 12 at 2 at offices of Willis, Bank chambers, Wellgute, Rother- 
ham 
Murray, William, Liverpool, Travelling Draper. Aug 13 at 3 at 
offices of Blackhurst and Fretson, Dale st, Liverpool 
Murrills, Thomas, Cavendish, Suffolk, out of business. Aug 20 at 1 
at ne Railway Hotel, Bury St Edmunds. Cardinall, Hal- 
stear 
Newby, Lavinia, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. Aug 12 at 2 at offices 
of Torry, Cogan’s chmbrs, Bowlalley lane, Kingston-upon-Bull 
Pannell, William, Horfield, Gloucester, Grocer. Aug 11 at 12 at 
offices of Clifton and Carter, Broad st, Bristol 
Peake, Richard, Liverpool, Merchant. Aug 19 at 3 at Law Associa- 
tion Rooms. Barrell and Co, Liverpool 
Penney, Richard, Poole, Merchant. Aug 10 at12 at offices of Travers, 
King st, Poole 
Pennington, Edgar, New rd, Gravesend, Coach Builder, Aug 13 at 
12.30 at Bridge House Hotel, London Bridge. Lake, Gravesend 
Podmore, Ralph, and George Podmore, Tunstall, Grocers. Aug 11 
at 11 at offices of Cooper, John st, Tunstall 
Popplewell, Charles, Monk Bretton, nr Barnsley, Farmer. Aug 16 
at 11 at offices of Tyas and Co, Regent st, Barnsley 
Potts, William, Hulme, Manchester, Carriage Builder, Aug 11 at 3 
3 at offices of Lawson, Peter st, Manchester 
Rainbow, Thomas, sen, Nottingham, Woollen Draper. Aug 17 at 3 
at offices of Cranch, Poultry arcade, Nottingham 
Read, John Arthur, Much Woolton, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. 
Aug 17 at 2 at offices of Harris 
Reece, Thomas, Llangattock Vibon Avet,Monmouth, out of business. 
Ang 14 at 1 at offices of Browne, Lion st, Abergavenny 
Royle, James Byron, Hulme, Manchester, Boot Closer, Aug 12 at 3 
at offices of Tidswell, Brasennose st, Manchester 
Salisbury, Robert Bell, jun, Cannon st, Merchant. Aug 9 at 3 at 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. West, Victoria st 
Sargent, Arthur Charles, Three Colt lane, Bethnal Green, Oil and 
Colour Man. Aug 10 at 3 at 4, Southampton bidgs, Holborn 
Cooper, Chancery lane 


Aug 9 at 2 a4 offices 


Aug 10 atl at 


Aug 11 at 1l at 


Aug 17 at 3 at the King’s 
Clayton, Man- 


Aug 11 at 3 at offices of Hard- 


Schuller, Wilhelm, Poland st, Oxford st, Jeweller. Aug 12 at 2 at 
offices of Kendrick and Walter, Tokenhouse yd. Knight, Bow st 
Sibbald, Charles, High Heworth, Durham, Innkeeper. Aug 14 at 12 


at offices of Lockey and Co, Side, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Smith, George Charlies Adolphe, Fenchurch st, Colonial Merchant. 





Ang 11 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Chapman, London, 
wall se: 


Speight, Joseph, and David Speight, Leeds, Co! Aug l0at | 
3 at Gt Northern Hotel, Wellington st, Leeds. Pullan, Leeds 5 
Stopforth, Thomas, Wavertree, Lancaster, Corn Dealer. Aug at 


3 at offices of Gibson and Co, South John st, Liverpool, 
Liverpoul 

Sutton, Sophos, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Brewer. Aug 6 at 1 at 
offices of Sewell, Grey st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Taylor, Joseph Barnes, Bolton, Lancaster, Builder. Aug 11 at 2 a 
Swan Hotel, Bradshawgate, Bolton. Taylor, Bolton 

Taylor, Richard, Chester, Upholsterer. Aug 13 at 11 at offices of 
Mason, Bridge st row East, Chester 

Thomas, William, Cwmturch, Swansea Valley, Grocer. Aug IC at 
12 at offices of Harvey and Co, Fisher st, Swansea. Charleg 
Brothers, Neath 

Thornton, Thomas Frederick, Halifax, Wholesale Confectioner, 
Aug 11 at 3 at offices of Kerr, George st, Halifax 

Trueman, Robert Clement, Southwold, Suffolk, Cabinet Maker, 
Aug 16 at 2 at 111, Cheapside. Allen, Holdsworth 

Upton, Arthur Shuckburgh, Exmouth, Devon, of no occupation, 
Aug 23 at 3 at offices of Hamilton, Bicton pl, Exmouth 

Vernon, Thomas, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. Aug 16 at 12 af 
offices of Fraser, Brougham chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Ward, William, Loyal terrace, Nunhead, Builder. Aug 9 at Sap 
a of Groom, New Broad st. Cattlin, Wormwood st, Old 

road st 

Warrington, William, Hyde, Chester, Pork Butcher. Aug 11 at 2a§ 
offices of Tremewen, Ward’s buildings, Deansgate, Manchester 

Webb, William, Penkridge, Stafford, Innkeeper. Aug 12 at 11 a 
offices of Hand and Co, Martin st, Staffo: 

Wilkinson, John Frederick, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Baker. 
11 at 12 at offices of Hawkes and Weekes, bohages 94 st, Birmingham 

Wilkinson, John William, Rothwell, York, out of business. Aug} 
at 12 at offices of Tennant and Barrett, Albion pl, Leeds : 

Wood, George William, Blackpool, Joiner. Aug 13 at 11 at officesof 
Morgan, Church st, Blackpool 

Wood, James, Bolton, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. Aug 11 at3 af 
offices of Rutter and Finney, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Wood, James, Devon, Tailor. Aug 12 at 11 at offices of Creed, 
Courtenay st, Newton Abbott 

Wooster, Alfred, Bucklebury, Berks, Farmer. Aug 9 at 12 at White 
Hart Hotel, Newbury. Belcher, Newbury 

Wright, Edward, Maidstone, Baker. Aug 11 at 10 at offices of Ste 
phenson, Dover pl, Church st, Maidstone 

Wynne, Thomas, Carnarvon, Joiner. Aug 10 at 2.30 at offices of 

* Jones and Roberts, Church st, Carnarvon 

TvEspay, Aug 3, 1880, 

Andrews, Edwin, Bruton, Somerset, Butcher. Aug 11 at 3 at the 
Mermaid Hotel, Yeovil. Davies, Sherborne 3 

Ashworth, John, Manchester, Wholesale Jeweller. Aug 23 at 3 a 
the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral gates, Old Millgate, Manchester, 
Rylance, Manchester 

Atkinson, Thomas, West Hartlepool, Saddler. Aug 16 at 3 at the 
Vane Arms Hotel, Stockton-on-Tees vas 

Beynon, John, Orielton ter, Pembroke, of no occupation, Aug 13 ab 
11 at offices of Hulm, Main st, Pembroke ee 

Billott, Francois Edouard, Chenies mews, Tottenham ct rd, Cabineb 
Manufacturer. Aug 16 at3 at 40, Southampton bldgs, Holborn, 
Cooper, Chancery lane % 

Bogle, James, Tonge, Lancaster, Maker-up. Aug 20 at 3 at offices 
of Rutter and Finney, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Bolton, Joseph, Birmingham, Provision Dealer. Aug 16 at ll af 
offices of Walford, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Bowden, Eleazer, Plymouth, Stationer. Aug 14 at 11 at offices of 
Stanbury, St George’s Hall, East Stonehouse 

Bradberry, James Walter, Leeds, Bookkeeper. Aug 14 at 11 at offices 
of Billington, Bond pl, Leeds ¥ 

Briggs, George, Cardiff, Confectioner. Aug 14 at 11 at offices of 
Tribe and Co, Crockherbtown, Cardiff 

Callicott, John, Alphington, Devon, Market Gardener. Aug 13 a 
3.30 at the Castle Hotel, Castle st, Exeter. Floud, Exeter 

Cannon, John Dauncey, Doulting, Somerset, out of business. Aug 
16 at 2 at the George Hotel, Shepton Mallet. Miller, Bristol 

Challinor, Samuel, Fulford, Stone, Stafford, Farmer. Aug 16 at4 
at offices of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 

Clarke, James, Wolverhampton, Lronmonger. Aug 16 at 3 at offices 
of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Clayton, Henry, Warrington, Grocer. Aug 18 at 11 at offices of 
Ridgway and Worsley, Cairo st, Warrington 

Cole, George, Rotherhithe st, Rotherhithe, Packing Case Maker, 
Aug 12 at 12 at offices of Moss, Gracechurch st i 

Cox, George Henry, Dover, Licensed Victualler. Aug 19 at 3 a 
offices of Reader, Holborn viaduct 

Croft, Frederick, Rayleigh ter, Rotherhithe, Corn Dealer. Aug 19a 
2.30 at offices of Chundler, Bishopsgate st Within : 

Cuthbert, Sidney, Ashburnham, Sussex, Miller. Aug 10 at 12 ah 
offices of Langham, Robertson st, Hastings 

Davis, Henry, and Stephen Davis, West Bromwich, Stafford, Com 
Dealers. Aug 17 at 11 at offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Old 


bury 

Costa, John de, jun, Liverpool, Bookkeeper. Aug 16 at 2 at offices 
of Horner, Staftord st, Liverpool 

Dennison, Jonathan, Tong, York, Farmer. Aug 11 at 2 at the 
Market Tavern Hotel, Godwin st, Bradford. Rhodes, Leeds 

Dickie, Robert, Leeds, Travelling Draper. Aug 13 at 1 at offices of 
Rooke and Midgley, White Horse st, Bosr lane, Leeds ‘ 

Ellis, John, Hapsford Hall, Chester, Farmer, Aug 24 at 2 at offices” 
of Boydell and Flint, Pepper st, Chester 

Emery, John, Stourbridge, Worcester, Draper. Aug 18 at 3 ab 
Home Trade Association Rooms, York st, Manchester : 

Errey, Thomas Jenner, Buxted, Sussex, Tea Dealer, Aug 17 ab3a 
the Bear Hotel, Cliffe, Lewes Fe 

Fogo, James, Burnley, Lancaster, Coach Builder. Aug 17 at Sab 
the von Red Lion ‘Hotel, Manchester road, Burnley. Hodgsomy 
Burnley ‘ 

Formbals, Konrad, Stephenson st, Canning Town, Baker, Auga® 
at 4at Willis, 9, Charles square, Hoxton . 
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— 
French, Ed ward, Hastings, Baker. Aug 12 at 12 at Chalinder, 6, 
Trinity st, Hastings 
id, John, Pontymister, Monmouth, Builder. Aug 24 at ll at 
oe offices of Parker, Commercial st, Newport 
, Francis, Bradford, York, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Aug 18 
at 11 at offices of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 
Greggery, Robert, Braunton, Devon, ine Merchant. Aug 20at 12 
at offices of Thorne, Castle st, ple 
Grimshaw, John At m, Knostrop Hall, near Leeds, Artist. Aug 
14 at 11 at offices of Pullan, Bond st, Leeds 
Harvey, George Hounsom, Essex st, Strand, Wine Merchant. Aug 
30 at 3 at "Shlees of Singleton and Tattershall, Great James st, 
Bedford row 
Hatch Richard, Liverpool, Butcher. Aug 19 at 3 at offices of 
Qui! = Old Post Office place, Liverpool 
omas, ong Lancashire, Fish Dealer. Aug 16 at 3 at 
ces Ky Williams, arton arcade, Manchester. Grundy, Bury 
Haseldine, Edward, Lewer-by-Street, nr Manchester, out of business. 
Aug 24 at 3 at offices of age Manchester 
Hemmingway, John, Leeds, Plumber, Aug 13 at 3 at offices of 
Watson, Great George st, Leeds 
Hewitt, William Henry, Birmingham, 'Saddlers’ Ironmonger. Aug 
18 at 3 at offices of Gl Chirm and New, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Hirst, William, Jackson Bridge, York, Bread Baker. Aug 18 at3 at 
offices of Booth, Holmfirth 
Howarth, James, "Rochdale, Woollen Waste Dealer, Aug16 at 3 at 
offices of Molesworth, Central chambers, the Walk, Rochdale 
Humphry, Samuel, Bootle, nr Liverpool, out of business. Aug 16 at 
2 ato! ces of Bartlett, Dale st, Liverpool 
Hunt, George, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. 
of Parr, Colmore rd, Birmingham 


Irving, George Washington, Barnsley, Picture Frame Maker. Aug 
14 at 12 at offices of Gray, Eastgate, Barnsley 


Jacobs, Daniel, Hackney rd, General Dealer, Aug 17 at 11 at Inns 
of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Patience, Gracechurch st 

Job, Andrew, Torquay. Cabinet Maker. Aug 17 at 12 at offices of 
Fewings and Oakley, Queen st, Exeter. Luke, Exeter 

Jones, Gomer, Crewe, Cheshire, Ginger Beer Manufacturer. 
at 2 at offices of Warburton, Nantwich rd, Crewe 

Laroche, Joseph, Lant st, Borough, Hat Box Manufacturer. 
2% at 3 at offices of Waring, Borough High st, Southwark 

Lees, William, Dudley, Worcester, Grocer. Aug 13 at 3 at the Swan 
Hotel, High st, Dudley. ‘Tinsley, ey! 

Lewis, Charles Edward, Broomalls rd, Clapham, Boot Salesman. 
Aug 12 at 3 at offices of Hazeldine, Wool Exchange, Coleman st 

Loos, Augustus Felix, Brabant court, Philpot lane, Commission Mer- 
chant. Aug 16 at 3 at offices of Parkes, Queen Victoria st 

Matthews, James Craddock, Corsham, W jlts, Ironmonger. Aug 13 
at 12 at offices of Phillips and Son, Chippenham 

MeKeand, Alexander, Everton, Liverpool, Draper. 
offices of Stephenson, India buildings, Fenwic 

Mead, William, Frome, Somerset, Ironmonger. Aug 18 at 12 at 
offices of Benson and Carpenter, Bank chambers, Corn st, Bristol 

Mitchell, John, Sutherland pl pl, Pimlico, Egg Merchant. Aug 18 at 3 
at offices of Fitch, Bedford row 

Moon, George, Hastings, Sussex, Baker. Aug 12 at 2 
Chalinder, Trinity st, Hastings 

Morrison, Edwin Alfred, Edgware rd, Livery Stable Keeper. Aug 9 
at lat Offices of Dubois, Serjeants’ inn. Maynard, Clifford inn 

Parkes, Isaiah, Brierley Hill, Stafford, Greengrocer. Aug 16 at 12 
at offices of Addison, High’ st, Brierley hill 

Pearson, Thomas, York, Joiner, Aug 18 at 11 at offices of Young, 
Low Ousegate, Yor! 

Pennington, Thomas, Ashton-in-Makerfield, Lancaster, Provision 
Dealer. Aug 13 at 3 at offices of Scott and Ellis, Arcade buildings, 
png st, Wigan 
er Robert, Gosforth, Northumberland, Provision Dealer. Aug 

3at11 at Traders’ Association, Grainger st West, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Laydon, Newcastle-on-Tyne 

Plant, Edward, Burley fields, nr Stafford, Farmer. 
Vine Inn, Stafford. Kent Longton 

Pocklington, Thornton, York, Corn Merchant. Aug 16 at 11 at White 
Swan Hotel, Pavement, York. Dale, York 

Pritchard, Richard, Birmingham, Builder. Aug 13 at 3 at offices of 

aaynaall and Co, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

liffe, Robert, Rusholme, nr Manchester, Grocer. 
at offices of Bond and Son, Dickinson st, Manchester 

Ramos, Juan, and Firmin Vendrell, Gracechurch st, Hair Dressers. 
Aug il at 11 at offices of Angell and Co, Gresham st 

, William, Durham, Grocer. Aug 12 at 3 at offices of Mac- 
donald, Mosley st, Newcastle-on-Tyne 

Rowe, Thomas, Kenwyn, Cornwall, Butcher. 
of Paull, Quay st, Truro, Holloway Redruth 

. Thomas Robinson, Michael Scott, and John Scott, Tyne- 
mouth, Northumberland, Engine Builders, Aug 13 at 2 at : offices 
of Rennoldson, King st, "South Shields 

Rex, William, Exeter, ‘Temperance Hotel Keeper. 
offices of Hartnoll, Market st, Exeter 

Roberts, Hugh David, Higher Tranmere, Chester, Ironmonger. 
Aug 16 at 2 at offices of Knowles, Cook st, Liverpool 

Robinson, Philip, Derby, Grocer. Aug 16 at 3 at offices of Briggs, 
Amen alley, Derby 

croft, Jamrs, Dudley, Worcester, Upholsterer. 
offices of Warmin, mn, Castle st, Dudley 

, Thomas, Leighton Buzzard, Bedford, Publican. Aug 17 at 
ll atthe Plume of Feathers Inn, Leighton Buzzard, Ewen and 
Roberts, West Luton 

Sim, Scott Buccleuch, Felbrigg terrace, Ealing. Aug 9 at 11 at office 
of Jenkins, Tavistock st, Covent Garden 

ny m, Isabella, Kensington pk rd, Baker, Aug 17 at 2 at offices 

Smith, Aug 16 at 


oon, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 
sage Me ande'land, Durham, Shopwalker. 
Sat 30s ofces of Youll and Wilkinson, Grainger st West, Newcastle- 
Sparling, Maria Louisa Labouchere, Colville gardens, Bayswater, 
Aug 17 at 12 at offices of Farrar and Farrar, Wardrobe pl, Doctors 


Aug 16 at 11 at offices 


Augl4 
Aug 


Aug 17 at 2 at 
st, Liverpool 


at offices of 


Aug 16 at 3 at 


Aug 20 at 3 


Aug 18 at 3 at offices 


Aug l4at 11 at 


Aug 16 at 4 at 





bag eg York, out of business. Ang 13 at 3 at the 
Steck Bull 
Sutcliffe, Whiteley, aoe Grocer. rin 13 at 3 at offices of 


pergate, Pontefract. 
Swanton, Albert, Great Parndon, Farmer. Aug 19 at 
: - Four Swans Hotel, x ee we st Within. Armstrong, Hert- - 


Taylor, William, Great Driffield, York, out of business. Aug 12 at 
11 at Keys Hotel, Great Driffield. Stead and Sibree, Khgston 


uw 
» Leeds, Joiner. Aug 17 at 3 at offices of Billing: 


pon-Hull 

Thompson, a 
ton, Bond Be 

Thompson, Peter, Corbridge, Northumberland, Plumber. Ang 12 at 
3 at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon- 

Tromans, Thomas Harry, Glascote Heath, near Tamworth, Warwick, - 
Grocer. Aug 17 at 2 at offices of Beaton, Church st, Birmingham 

Walker, William, Newark-upon-Trent, Brass and Iron Founder. 
Aug 17 at 3 at Clinton Arms Hotel, Market pl, Newark-upon-Trent 








Newton and Wallis 
Webster, John William, North Finchley, Licensed Victualler, Aug 
10 at 3 at offices of Nevett, Warwick court, Gray’s inn 
While, George, Worcester, Gasfitter, Aug 16 at 3 at offices of 
Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Whitehall, Robert James, Newport, Monmouth, Jeweller. Aug 16 
at 12 at Great Western Hotel, Birmingham. Lloyd, N 
Williams, Thomas, Rhyl, Flint, Builder. Aug 26 at 3at1, Welling. 
ton chambers, Rhyl 
Windel, John Edward, Liverpool, Tailor. Aug 20at3 at offices of 
Barrell and Co, Lord st, Liverpool 
Woolhouse, Alfred Lyon Littleover, near Derby, Plumbers’ Goods 
— Aug 26 at 3 at Bell Hotel, Sadler gate, Derby. Powell, . 
rby 
Woolhouse, Emma, Littleover, near Derby. Aug 25 at4 at Bel? 
Hotel, Sadler gate, Derby. Powell, Derby 
5 
SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Gnarantesod Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 
The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly — 
beverage fer Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” 


Highly commended by the entire Medical Press, 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, . 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and In REALITY CHEAPER. 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break-- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTina A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
—_ “nd Chccolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro 

ibit 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 

Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
x. SERCRITESS ® CO., 10, Adues-ctrent, Lecten, W.c, 


MR. G. H. JONES, 


SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Opposite the British Museum), 
Will be gladto orward his Pamphlet on Painless Dentistry, free 
enclosed by post, which explains the most unique system of the adjust- 
ment of ARTIFICIAL TEETH without pain. 
CONSULTATION FREE FROM 10 TO 5. 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE Bar MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTS: 
To Hr & Ldajesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench» 
Corporation of London, &c, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 


BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSBL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITYS CLERGY GOWNS, Bo 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


AW PARTNERSHIP.—A Solicitor (admitted E. 

1876) desires to purchase on the Usual Terms a Share of about 

£500 per annum in an Old-established Business in the Country.— 
Address L. Z., Sunny-bank, Holgate, York. 


Bae .—WANTED, . Sitaation by Advertiser, com- 

mt to manage Ban pier and Common Law without 
su BB ay or entire practice wae ase tom — An Advocacy 
office preferred, Sows + se ppmeres , 3, Granville- 
terrace, Bean-street, H 


Wetec by an Old-established Insurance Office, 
pecial Agents. Liberal Terms would be granted to those 


ra, Geaenabeeee 














a large amount of Life Business,—. 
vertising Offices, 


HB 
H. May & Co. ‘8 General Ady 
don, 


mo. nt 
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B OROUGH OF BIRKENHEAD. 
TOWN CLERKSHIP. 


The Town Council of the Borough of Birkenh head are —<—poes » 
receive applications for the appointment to the office of Town Clerk, 
and Clerk to the Urban Sanitary Authority. 

Candidates for the appointment must be either Barristers-at-Law 
or Solicitors of the Supreme Court of Judicature ; and the gentleman 
appointed ton oe required to devote the whole of his time to the 
duties of the offi 

Salary £600 per onan, 

Applications, stating age, date of admission, and previous ex- 
perience, together with copies of testimonials, addressed to the Chair- 
man of the Finance Committee, Municipal Offices, Birkenhead, to be 
gent in indorsed ‘‘ AppircaTion For Town CLERKSHIP,” On Or before 
the 17th August next. 

Municipal Offices, Birkenhead, 22nd July, 1880, 





Just published, royal 8vo, price 15s., cloth. 


WESTLAKE on, PRIVATE INTERNATIONAL 
LAW.—A Treatise on Private International. Law with 
Principal. Reference to its Practice in England, being in lieu of a 
Second Edition of the Work published in 1858. By JOHN WEST- 
LAKE, Q.C., late Fellow of Trinity College, Soveanedey, gong Hon. LL.D. 
Edinburgh, Member of the Institute of International Law 
W. Maxwetrt & Son, 29, Fleet-street. 





Just published, demy 8v0, price 34s., cloth. 
LLOCK’S PRACTICE of the COUNTY, 


COURTS, with the Decisions of the Superior Courts, and 
Tables of Fees and Costs; also an Appendix containing all the 
Statutes, Rules of Practice and Forms. The Ninth Edition by 
HENRY NICOL and HERBERT C. POLLOCK, M.A., HP 48> 
Barristers-at-Law. 

London: H. Swett, 3, Chancery- lane, Law Publisher. 





Just published, roy al 12mo. » price 7s. 6d. 


HE JUDICATURE ACTS and RULES.—Con- 
- taining the most Recent Decisions, with Rules and Forms, 
down to May, 1880, inserted in their proper places, carefully 
annotated, and with @ copious Index. By R. W. ANDREWS, B.A., 
and ARBUTHNOT B. STON EY, LL.B., of the Middle Temple, Bar- 
rister-at-Law. 


London: Rerves & Turner, 100, Chancery-lane. 





Just out, 8vo, 10s. 6d, 


| owes of the QUESTIONS, with ANSWERS, 


set in the Bar and Solicitors’ Final Examinations for the 
last ten years, embracing more than 1,200 different Questions, and 
showing the number of times the same questions have been asked, 
and their relative importance. By JOSEPH A. SHEARW OOD, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


Reeves & Turner, 100, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. * 





This day is published, price 14s., demy 8vo, cloth, printed in Black 
and Red for easy reference. 
A RUBRIC of the COMMON LAV, being a Short 
Digest of the Common Law, Ilustrated throughout by Lead- 
ing Cases. With copious Index, &e., &e. By CHARLES GEORGE 
WALPOLE, M.A., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
London : Suaw & Sons, Fetter-lane, B. R- 





Fourth Edition (further rev ised and enlarged), } price 5s., net. 


INTS on ADVOCACY. — By RICHARD 
HARRIS, Barrister-at-Law, of the Middle Temple and 
Midland Circuit. 


Watertow Bros. & Layton, 24, Birchin-lane, London. 
DUCATION at REDUCED TERMS.—Twenty- 
one Guineas per annum for two or more brothers, in. a High- 
class School, to fill vacancies.—Address Rev. HeapMastEx, care of 
Messrs. Smyth & Yerworth, 147, Holborn. 


R. T. BATEMAN NAPIER, Clifford’s-inn 
Prizeman, Winner of the Incorporated Law Society’s only 
(the Scott) Scholarship for the year 1876, and Conveyancin Gold 
llist, prepares Students, both privately and in class, for the 
Preliminary, Intermediate, and Final. Students are also carefully 
prepared through the post. Forty-three pupils out of the last 48 
sent up have been successful. Several gentlemen are now reading, 
and the regular classes for November commence on Tuesday, the 
10th of August.—For terms, &c. apply» No. 1, Mitre-court-buildings, 
King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C 





LBERT MEMORIAL COLLEGE, FRAM- 
LINGHAM, SUFFOLK, fotinded by Public Subscription at 
a cost of £25,000 as a Memorial to the late Prince Consort. Inclusive 
Fees, £30 ay ou 10s. All Profits are devoted by the Governors to the 


We W, Ba Papper, of the Institution.—Head Master, Rev. 
Ww. mtg: 


G \LASGOW and the HIGHLANDS.—Royal Route, 
B via Crinan and Caledonian Canals, by new swift steamer 
COLUMBA or the IONA, from Bridge Wharf, Glasgow, daily at 
7 a.m., and from Greenock at 94a.m., convey i for 
pn “North and West Highlands, 
Copy 6d.—Bill, with map and tourist fares free, pe ein 
Cuusee INDUS, Publishers, £14, Piccadilly, London, or by post 
+6 ¢ from Davin MacBaaryz, 119, Hope-street, Glasgow. 








ESTABLISHED 1851, 


IRKBECOEK BAN K, 
Southampton Buildings, Chancery Lane. 
Current Accounts opened according ‘to the usual practice ot ¢ 
Bankers, and Interest allowed on‘the minimum monthly balemess hen, 
not drawn below £25. No commission charged for keeping 
The Bank also receivesmoney on Deposit at Three per cent. 
repayable on demand. The Bank undertakes for its f,eec ad free of 
charge, the custody of Deeds, Writings, and other Securities and V; 
ables ; the collection of Bills of Exchange, Dividends, and Coupons; 
the purchase and ot Stocks and Shares. Letters of Credit a 
Circular Notes issued. 
A Pamphlet, with full particulars, on application. 


31st March, 1880. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER’ 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or aged a= 4 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and 8 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House 
Investments gonerally, is published on the first day of each m 
and may be ootained. free ofcharge, at their offices, 80, 
or will be sent by postin raturn for two stamps,— Particulars for 
tion shoulde be received not later thu» four days previous to the 
of the precding month. 





me 


FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manager, 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the ad 


of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special im 


rertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their conti 
support.—N.B, Onecopy of advertisement only required, and thesti 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adv 
ment and file of ‘* London Gazette’ kent, By aonointment. 





AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 


SOLICITORS. 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PEN 


This new Ink supplies the demand continual'y made but x 


* 


se 


before met, for a Red Ink which is uninjured by Steel or other 


Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do not im 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corroded by if 
The existing Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose their 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens. This new 
isa very rich scarlet red of great beauty. The colour of this ink & 
not affected by use upon parchment, and is consequently of 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen. 

Sold in stone hotties, retail at 1s., 2s.. 3s; and Imperial Quarts 
4. ounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. and ls. each. 

SOLD BY ALL STATIONERS, 





PARTRIDGE AND COOPE 


- LAW AND GENERAL STATIONERS, 
2, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, E.C, 


Law Gopping und Gngrossing. 
Deeds and Writings engrossed and copied on the Premises, 
punctuality and dispatch, at the lowest scale of charges, 
A good Discount allowed on agreed accounts, 


LAW PRINTING. 
pimeennine- OF CLAIM AND DEFENCE, AFFIDAVITS, a 
her PLEADING, Printed at 1s, ‘per folio. 
DEEDS, CONVEYANCES, MORTGAGES, &é., Printed in fo 
for Registration. 
Discount allowed for cash on agreed accounts. 


LITHOGRAPHY. 





ABSTRACTS, BRIEFS, PETITIONS, DRAFTS, F gear: 0 F 


EV. DENCE, Eithogra hed. at reduced p 
PLANS OF ES SPECIFICATIONS, 1 8, BUILDIN 
SOCIETIES’ DEEDS, LEASES. &e., Lithographed with cu 
and dispatch, 


PARCHMENT AND LEGAL PAPERS. 


Samples and Catalogues sent post-free. 





YATES & ALEXANDER, General Printers, Lot é 


dale Buildings, 27, Chancery-lane, immediately opposite 
Chancery- lane Post-office. 


- 





AW, Parliamentary, and General Printing 
BJ Yates & Alexander, 27, Chancery-lane. 





UCTIONEERS’ Work, Particulars and Conditi 
of Sale, Posters, &c., printed by Yates & Alexander, 


AMPHLETS, Books, Newspapers, Gisealeas, Ru 
and Regulations of Societies printed by Yates & Alexander, 


‘Aver 








ROSPEOCTUSES of Public Com mpaniany 
randa and Articles of Association, Share Certi 
Notices, | &., printed by Yates & Alexander, 27, Chancery: 





ISCOUNT for Cash allowed by Vates & Alen 
Lonsdale Buildings, 27, Chancery-lane. 





TATEMENTS of Claim and Defence, Affidayi 
Petitions, and Pleadings printed by Yates & Alexander, 








